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| HE Author of his 
[- |  Traft may thus be re- 


pete Are not the 
F 


| Go rref. d men Sacred? To 


| Tombs and Graves ts 
; Sacrilegiouss why acth the Au- 


thor intend to diſturb the Manes. 
of this univerſal Scholar ? 


| +. il he not be permitted to ſleep 


quietly m the Grave! ”" How 


-@nworthy . a thing z5 tt to anſult 


| overa dead Lyon, and write a= 


A 2 gainſt 
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The Preface 


ainft him who reſts in the duft? } 


he Author hears theſe words 


with a quiet mind 5 yrs k 


of to anſwer the works of thoſe 


who are dead be ſo Criminals \ 


how hainous offendors have [6 
many writers in all ages been © 
and how Capital a Delinquent is 
Mr, Hobs, who hath by write- 
ing endeavoured to render the 
ſentiments of the beſt and moſs 
learned men_ ridiculous. This 


Treatiſe daiſcourſeth with his 


the Treatiſe came out in $0. 
"1s his umbra, zt carries his 
own lineaments, and ſpeaks his 
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"Ghoſt ; He dyed in 1679, and | 


own language, A Reverend | 


Neighbor Miniſter, a Learned 


Friend 


/- The, Pretace, | 
fe? ' Friend \ of the. Authtrss' ace 
As ] quaimted ham, mth the languai t 
nly | of Mr. Hobs in private a 
oe | ſcourſe, exaitly. agreeing \ with 
% | this Traft 1 ond we find the 
ſ® | moſt of it, Gap 1» and a Sehiet 
Ti / reſt. app. ad'Leviarh. Ed. La- 
# \ tina. 1 will acknowledge him a 
Þ | Gyes that hadſa fine o-Pem, 
” | that by the clearne{s, aud pro- 
# | briety of his Style,and exattneſs 
| of his. method, he gain'd more 
| Proſelytes than by his. Princt= 
| pleg.: few,exceed him both 
| languages, ,, but thee aggran- 
aize has Crimes. 5.06. 0ught, 20t 
ta have abuſed ſuch excellent 
©2L2EF que- 
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The Preface 
gainft him who reſts in the duſt? 


'The Author hears theſe words . 
with a quiet mind 5 Certainly | 


j 


if to an{wer the works of thoſe | 
who are dead be ſo Criminal, ' 
how hainous offendors have ſo 
many writers in all apes been? | 
and how Capital a Delinquent is 


Mr, Hobs, who hath by write- 
ing endeavoured to —_ the 


ſentiments of the beſt and moſt 


learned men ridiculous. This 


Treatiſe diſcourſeth with his 
Ghoſt 5 He dyed in 1679, and | 


the Treatiſe came out in $0. 
"Irs his umbra , zt carries his 
own lineaments, and ſpeaks his 
own language, A Reverend 


Neighbor Miniſter, a Learned 


k 


Friend * 


3s The Preface. 


fi? Friend of .the Authors, ace 
ras | quainted him with the language 
nly [ of Mr. Hobs 7: private At" 


ofe 


al, 


| ſcourſe, exattly. agreeing with 


this Tratt, and we find the 
| moſt of 3t. cap 1 and 3. de Hes 
' reſi app. ad Leviath. Ed. La- 
. tina. 1 will acknowledge him a 


Gentleman of great pa:ts, of: a 


. wonderful vivacity to his old. 


ages that he had ſo fine-a Pen, 
that by the clearneſs, aud pro- 
briety of his Style,and exatineſ[s 
of his method, he gain'd more 
Proſelytes than by his Princt- 
ples : few exceed him in both 
languages, but theſe aggran- 
dive his Crimes 5.be ought. 20t 
ta have abuſed ſuch excellent 
+ 3 f4a- 


i , The Preface: 
qualifications, he hath ſo mana« , 
grad hit Pen, hat many believe | 

im unanſwerable, yet let this - 
Traft be conſidered whether he. 
be not fully refuted , as to the | 
Contents of his- Narrative. 1 
will appeal. to the Learned 
Forld, whether Mr. Hobs hath + 
rot thrown dirt and ugly ex- 


pr efſions ubon-the Chriſtian Re- 


tzpion, the beſt of” Councils, the 
whole Chriftaan Clergie , and 
hath abuſed the Engliſh Laws. 


* Je may be _ objetted » 


This Author durſt not. write. 
whilſe he was a live: Whom. 
ad Mr. Hobs ever anſwer, 
but the clear Pen of the Arch-B. 
of. Armagh, and the Great 
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The Preface- 
Profeſſor Dr. Wallis 2 inthe 


IPerſes which he made of hims 


ſelf he vaunts a_ Viftory » the 
world ts the Judge, if what he 
. ſaithbe true, har there is 
an Eternal Fate and Neceſſt- 
ty : Whycan he commend him- 
ſelf and diſcommend others 5 If. 
in thefe Lines the Author does 
a thing ill, what reproof does he. 
deſerve, he 1s hurried to it by 
a fatal Neceſſity. On this as- 
count his praiſing himſelf, and. 
diſpraiſmg others 1s groundleſs, 


he charged with contradiftions 


from a.great one, of which he en= 
deavours to vindicate | himſelf"; 
but 'tis in vain, hu artifices are 


fruitleſs, 


One 
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proved Heretical, In the Lat+ 


The Preface 


One of hus Moral and Polite | 
&al Principles 1s; That wwarſo- | 


' ever is juſt or unjuſt, or to * 


be received as true or falſe, | 
is by the approbation or re- | 
JeRion of the cupream Pow- : 
er. He writes his Leviathan, 
#n which this zx aſſerted and de- 
ended, yet mn the ſame . evia- 
thauhe delrvers thoſe doftrines 
for true, 'wh:ch are Judged He- 
retical L 'y HE Cl [JU] ch of EDg- 
land, and Laws of the King- 
dom: To evade this he. yſech a 4 
Art and Inaujiry, 

tn the Firj# part of this Ans 
f; wer. {ome Dottrines which he 


propagated in. that Book are 


ter” 
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The Preface. 
Fer part 2s proved, That theſe 
Dottrines are Craminal , and 
erſons that maintain'd 
them are liable to be puniſhed 
by the Cioil Mapeſtrate. His 


' Book being An Hiſtoricat 


Narrative , "the Author is 
fore'd to have recourſe to Books. 
Mr. Hobs groves us ſeveral 
Hiſtories, but Juotes no Ate 


© thour 5 whereupon the Anſwer 


er us compelled to cite the place 
whence he has taken them. No 
Memory , Reading, Under= 


' ſtandmg or Obſervation 15 infle 
mite 


, therefore the Authour 
ſometime ufeth thus or the hike 
expreſſin;{o as to him it occurs 
he abſtaines from all virulent 
languages 


The -Preface. 
lanpuage 5 the hardeſt words 
and that but once uſed,is Notos 
riouſly falſe. Mr, Hobs gives 
occaſion to diſpute a great part 
of his Leviathan, but the An- 
ſwerer proſecutes his deſjgn,; to 
make good the Contradichon 5 
as for Inflance, My. Hobs a” 
v21rs That God hath Parts 5 
here is a juſt occaſion to diſpute 
The Nature of Spirits , but the 
Authour waves it, "tis (ufficient 
to prove 'T hat the Church of- 
Engiand has judged that Pros 
peſirion tHeretcal, and there - 
&pon has contraditted himſelf: 
Hle aſſerts, That they who 
emdbr.cc 15e Liberty of the 
Will a:e allyed io the Manis 
| CNets 


| The Preface. 
ords 'chees. This groes afar :of= 
oto* portumty to dijcourſe of Laberty 
res and Neceſſity : and he that ſte 
bart «rwnfly confeders - himſelf. will 
An- ifind', the freedom of: his Will 
to \ariſethnot from the flexability of 
on 5 'the Underſtanding >. flowing 
$4" from various impreſſions upon 
is 5 » that faculty, but from the Do= 
ute minon-which the Will has over 
the "it ſelf, which the Greeks excel- 
ent lently expreſs. by «unregoia, 
of ' but the Authour does not meale 
r0» . with that Controverſie, \content-= 
'e- \-zng himſelf with the Demon. 
fr: ſtration of the abſurdity of Mr. 
No Hobs his Imputation, and that 
he  ztzs contrariant to the Dottrine 
'® of the Church of England. The 
£S Do- 


The Preface. 
Doftrine of the Sacred Trinty 


#s religiouſly ambrac'd and en- 
tertain d by the Church of Eng- 
land, as 2t was by the Church 
of Chrift tn all ages 5 bence Lu- 
cian tn his Philopatris jeer d 
the Prinative Chriſtians for be- 
Heving ſuch anincredible opint- 
01> That wr ſhould be "ty, 
and "tv m6e, (i.e) Tres U- 
nus, and Unus Tres, Three 
Perſons and One God, which 
ſeoff ſhews ſufficiently the Faith 
of the Primitive Church. The 
Authour does not therefore di- 
ſpute the Dottrine of the Trim- 
ty» but wipes off all that Var- 
m/h with which Mr. Hobs 


ſeth to bide the deformity of 


his 
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The Epiſtle. 


| | huſentiments, ond makes Im 
; appear in hu proper C olours,; 

} | proves him Heretical, mn 

' an enemy tothe Faith , and Do- 

: @&rmeoftheChurcho 

; The like may be ſail of other 
things Shida the Author treats 
| of, the charge being made good, 

| that Mr. Hobs has notor 

| Sontraditted himſelf : His book 
' is anſwered, and his great Po- 
: ſtularum demonſtrated to be 
falſe, in that he 1s forc'd to ac- 
knowledge thoſe things winch 


are contrary t01t, 
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DISCOURSE 


HERESIE, 
A' qure is a Greek word) 
2nd the derivations thar 

are given of Hereſie frem 9- 
* ther words then «ris , Greek 
. . or Larine, are fond and ſpu- 
rious. It was a word amongſt 
the Philoſophers, Greek and 
Latine-ns'd for any Sed pro- 
miſcuouſly , and ſo the ac- 
DB 2 ception 
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'2 | A Diſcwje, 


ception is indifferent 3 bur 
tis Otherwiſe in ſacred Scti- 


Ptute, In Eccleſiaſtical Wrij- 


rers, Fathers, and Hiſtori- 
ans, amongſt whom *tis al. 


waies us'd in an evil ſenſe, 


the As of the Apoſtles bee 
ng excepted where algi's is 
alwates tranſlated Sed, only 
Afts 24.14. 'tis probable 'tis 
uſed in an ill ſenſe. The Rea- 
{on may be this, The Catho. 
lick Church being one, what 
Opinion was broached by a- 
ny, Contrary to the Catholic 
Church,receiv'dan ill ſtamp, 
and was called Hereſie. The 
{everal opinions of rhe Philo- 
ſophers were not branded 

EE: with 


' 
: of Heteſie... 3 
*withan ill name, they were 
;notſo fixed to one School, 
- ;thatit ſhould be impious to 
: be of another -- but 'ris other- 
- * wiſeinthe Church of Chriſt 
> . (which owneth the Holy ,Je- 
* 7 ſus:to be her: Maſter ,: Es 
| _ Founder, and-glorying;that: 
' 7 ſhe is the: Pillar: and- oround: 
of. Truth ) whoſoever ſets; 
; Up for himſelf, and. divul» 
' get ro the world an -Opinit- 
' on contrary -to:rhe. doftrine 
' of the Church, he himſelf 
was judged an Heretick, and 
his opinion, an Hereſfte : On 
this accounr in the- Church 
of ' Chriſt .,, in-all ages the 
word Hereſie was not a word 
B 2 of 
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4 A Diſcourſe 
of a middle, or indifferent 
ſenſe, bur of an evil, and 
reproachful acceptation. 
"Tis granted, that the Ro- 
man Empire was full of Phi- 
loſophers when the Goſpel 
was preached, and that ſome, 
not many, were converred.: 
but it 15 denied that moſt of 
the Paſtors of the Church 
were choſen out of theſe 
Philofophers : The primi- 
tive Chriſtians had a migh- 
ty jealoufie of them, and the 
: reateſt Philoſophers which 
were Chriſtians > were not 
Biſhops : ſuch were the Pro- 
fefors nd Maſters in the 
Scnoo! of Hexandrinyis Pans 


ZdNUS, 
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of Herefie. s 
tenms, Clemens Alexandrintts, 


 Orzpen , &5, The: Heathens | 


obj:Red againſt the Chriſti- 


' ans, that few of them were 


Learned , - which cauſed- St. 

Ferome to write his Book De 
Pris Illuſtribus, Eo 
"Tis a gaeat atteſtarionto. 


' the truth of Chriſtianity, thac 
' it appeared when Philoſophy 
: fo much flouriſhed in the 


world, - Thoſe great Wits» 


. which were ſo vaſtly fur- 
' niſhed with Oratory> Learn» 


ning, and the Tongues, if 


' there had been any chear 


acted by the « Chriſtians 
they would eafily have de- 
tected it : therefore when 
Chriſt 
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6 A. Diſcourſe . , 
Chriſt profeſt that by his 
works -he' might be. known,' 
he-and his Apoſtles wrought 
rhoſe [Miracles which gave: 
aclearatteſtation to his do- 
ctrine.: No doubt, bur ſome. 
of theſe Philoſophers. were. 
converte1,. . but that. (by 
reaſon of their great $kill in 
Oratory and Philoſophy) 
moſt of the PrimitiveChurch 
were choſen our of the num. 
ber' of theſe Philoſophers ; 
*Tis' deny'd. In the Primt- 
tive Church. for.. che. three 
firſt Centuries,. there was 
aor a Philoſopher -mad2 a 
Biſhop. + »-/: 5 
When Chriſtians became 


NUMmerous 
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of Herefie. 7 


'numerous, they ſent their 


Children to be inſtructed in 


Philoſophy and the Liberal 
Sciences, who became brave 
Perſons. But I am ignorant 


ifany Philoſopher converr- 


.£d was madea Biſhop. What 


Hobbs averrs, that thefe Pa- 
ſtors retaining their Philoſoe 
phical Dogme's, interpreting 
Scriptures according to their 
own Sc&, that thus ar farſt 
Herefie entered into the 
Church, is nor true ; for 
Hereſie was crept into the 
Church in the Apoſtles time, 
Sr. Paul commands Chriſti- 


- anS to beware of Hereſtes, 


and Sr. Peter ſaith there are 
thoſe 


3 _ A Diſcowſe 

_ | | " 
thoſe who ſhall privily bridg 
in damnable Herzjjes. Ido 
ackowled ge T ertullian wrote 
{martly and paar when he 


term'd Philoſophers. the Pa- 
triarchs of Hzreticks. De 


preſcriptione. Irenzus Lib.2, * 


Cah. 19, gives us an ac- 
count - from whar Philoſos 


phers the YValentinian and 


Gnoftick Herefies borrow'd 
their abſurd and monſtrous 
opinions, But then we muſt 


ſay, that theſe Hereticks 


were not Paſtors in the 
Church, 


broaclyc thoſe prodigious o- 
pinions was Szmon Magus, 
who was onely baptiz'd. In 

the 


The firſt thar' 


. mn a = I ant. 24 Se <= 
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of Herefie, 9 


' rhe Aiſt-Century, there Was 


not. one. Heretick , - which 


was a Paſtor or Biſhop in the 


Church of Chiiſt. .The-/e- 


| refie of the Nicholaitans took 


its tife from Nze/olas.one of 


-the Seven Deacons :- hedid 
not broach that Herefie, bur 
ſome who mifinterpreted @ 
'paſſage cf his, were the Aus 
'chors of ir. Norany of the 
Chriſtian Clergy was the 
Author of any Hereſcc in the 
ſecond Century. Tatins was 
A great Orator converted by 
* Juſtin Martyr, and was the 


Aurlior of the Herefte of the 


Encratiter, but he was nct 
of rhe Clerical order, In the 


third 
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10 A Diſcomſe 


third Century. Novatus a ' 


Roman Preſbyrter broach'r his 


Herefie (I ſpeak according to | 


the beſt knowledge I have in 


the Church hiſtory )Jozz. con- | 
cerning the nor receiving rhe | 


Lap into Communion, buc 
he was nor a Philoſopher, 
Nor was his opinions anywiſe 
a kin to the Dopma's of the 
heathen Philoſophers. Nes- 


pos was an Agyptian Biſhop , 


nota profeſt Philoſopher 5 a 
perſon of great excellency in 


many things, the Author of C 


the opinion of Chriſts reign- 
ing a 1000 years upon Earth, 
which opinion is founded,not 


I 


Fi 


, 


upon any of the Principles 4 


of 


F 


a *0i Philoſophy , [bur upon 
s fome paſſages in the Reve- 
o lations.:: Paulus Saindſatems 
n made:Biſhop:of Antzch,: was 
- the broacher of many -eyil 
e :Doctrines, bur he. was-not & 
i: Philoſopher. - . | 

r, |. The deſign of Mr. Hobbs 
le Faſily appears', he every 
e Where caſts ſevere Refledti- 
e> ons upon. Chriſtianity, and 
>, lts Profeſſors. The Apoſtle 
a condemns vain, Philoſophy, 
n Cel. 2. which in the ſence of 
of £1 Alexandrinus is the Epicu- 
1- Tean Philoſophy,from which 
h, {Jobs borrows his Principles, 
ot Moral, Natural, and Politz- 
es #al.” * Upon the rifing of a 
of : © Ss "= new 


T2 A Diſcourſe 

cc new Opinion, the Paſtors * 
* of the: Church - aſſemble | 
<«themfelvesif the-Author of ; 
*char Novelty perfſted-con- ; 
G«rrary' to the determinati- y 
% omtof 'the'Church; he was ; 
< laid aſide, and confider-y 
«ed as an heatheniman (7. e.) 
<rney excommunicated him, + 
< &rher.: puniſhments "they & 
E:coutd.inflid.none. T his x 
{hillbe eafly granted ,. bury 
what he ſubjoyns is. utterly 
to be refuſed 2 Thar all they 
puniſhments * the Churchy 
could inflit, was only 'ig-C 
nominy > by this One ſtrokey 
of his pen he hath cancel'd; 
the New Teſtament. Toy 

ſays 


of Herefte. 13 


rs ſay, that ' excommunication,, 
le or caſting a man out-of the 
of Church, c ot eſteeming him as 
n- an heathen man, was but In- 
le tamy, 'tis ro deny Chriſti- 
as anity.. One of the great of- 
r-fices of the Church was Ec- 
e.) cleſiaſtical diſcipline and the 
mM, divine cenſures, of which 
ey Excommunication was the 
IIS ſevereſt, an4 is ſtill, if duely 
utmanag'd, the oreateſt puU- 
1yiſhment. To be thrown out 
ned the Chnrch, to be- de- 
clipriv'd of the Prayers of the 
8-Church, to have no part in 
Kethoſe ofli ices of: Religion, by 
which the Grace and Favour 

[Op God is obrain'd, and to 
ay - G 2 be 


14 A Diſcourſe 
be, delivered 10. ;Satan , . is 


"4his Ionfamy onely,.*. To be 
outlaw'd, - w hereby a pexſon 
is deprjv; d of the benefic aud 


liberrypf the las; he is de= | 


prived of the jhiberty of his 


Cquntiey,; he enjoy s.not a 


free air-»houſs;indr- hatbor: 
and: by reaſona Capital pen- 


ajlty is inflicted on thoſe who * 
eflord him. any reception or | 
give himanyrelicf, he-is ex- | 
poſed to the utmoſt peril-of | 


ruine except the outlawty be 
xeverſt, Is this only Infamy# 
The Calamity that Excom- 
IUunication- involves a Per- 
fon in, is far greater. For 
Excommunication aCcording 

to 


wwe 55 ow © _ 6A wy _ Row» 


F 
[ 
| f 
L5 
k 
) © 
| 
K 
11 
4 « 
q 
| 


#: 

4% 4 
p. 
j 


8 


of Herefie I5 


to the Dodrine of the Pri- 
mitive Church was reputed 
a ſentence excluing the Ex- 
communicated Perſons from 
the Kingdome of Heaven > 
and -hence by Tertullian in 
' his Apology called faturz 
gudicy prejudicmm, Is this on- 
lyIcfamy He might have 
faid, that Chriſtianity is no 
thing, the promiſes and 
threatnings contained 1n ir 
are mere Chimera's: thence» 
tho they tharembrace it» do 
earertain ſuch a belief, tis 
but a fancy, therefore all the 
evilwhich attends by «xcome 
{ municationis cnely Infamy. 
1 Excommunication was : not. 
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onely for Hereſres, but like- 
wiſe for immoralicics 
and exccmmunication did 


not brand a man for an He- 
retick,, butthe perſon being 
rendred infamous for his He- | 


refie was (if in the boſome of | 


_ the Church) caſt our. Thar | 


Heretickand Catholick became | 
not Relatives by this excom- | 


munication, nor by this did | 
Heretick become a name,and |: 


a name of diſgrace both toge- 


ther. A Perſon by beccming | 
an Heretick was excommus= | 


nicated, this name did pre- 


ceed, not follow excommus» !- 


nication. It muſt be acknow- 


ledged,thar the Herefies con- |; 
CCrNe | 
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of Hereſfie. I 7 
cerning the Trinity were ve- 


» ry troubleſome in the 
* Church, bur. not ſo vexati- 
. } ous during the ten Perſecu- 


tions as in Conſtantines time, 


 andafter3 bur what is-rthe. 


cauſe, thar when he propos 
ſes the Troubles arifirig 
from the Docrine of the Tri* 
nity, he would mix thoſe 
dottrines which were whol- 
ly alienated from the do- 
&rine of the Triniry > as 
thoſe of the Mamchees. 

« For, faith he, according 
*<to the uſual Curiolity of 
« Natural Phi:oſor:hy , they 
© could not abſtein from dif- 
*puting rhe firſt principles 
of 
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18 A Diſcourſe 
£© of Chriſtianity,into which 


© they were Baprized in the 


* name of the Father, Son , 


* and Holy - Ghoſt, Some 


* there wete who made them 
* Allegorical ; others would 
& make one Creator of Good 
&:2nother of Evil. This was 
6 the principal Tenet of the 
« Manichees, who took their 
*& Names frow one Manes. 
«© This Monſtrons opinion, 
ec that there were two Eter« 
© nal Principles, Light and 
« Darkneſs, theſe were two 
« ContraryGods,the one the 


& Author of Good, the other 
© of Evil. What is this to-- 
«the Trinity # That which 


*s, 
Fg 
£ X 


%$ 
a It 
Wo 
"AS - 


" Re = 


v4 * ATI NINE wn 
Hh 2 BRO Bow an oe EL 


4 iw —_ 


© Sk 


TIS WY -, 


alk a «a 0 46 ont a. 


_— 


. \ 


je 


* he adds is not to be endy- 


2% 
4 Fs $I *£, ©; BY 
E CE Tg POTTER In LO 


19 of Hereſie. 


red. ** From which:doetrine 
&© they -are 'nor far diſtant 
© thar now. make the firſt 
**caufſe of Sinful - actions 
<< to be, every man as to his 
© own-Sin.. Is this great 


' Fruth Manichiſm? To- fay 


' man by his free-will is the 
+ Author of Sin. In commens» 


x J 
=. * 
or _—_ 


$8p.\ £ 
4» Os Ort - 


| dation of himfelf in his own 


life thus? <*I Printed then 


| two treatiſes that ſtung the 
© Biſhop Bramhalin his Mo- 


{© ther > my The quef. 
' © tion at the time was, and 


© is ſtill, whether-at Gods, 


Tor own. own choice we mill: 


| | Can we will evil ar Gods 


choice f 


——— — 
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choice?. We therefore do * 
afhirm expreſsly contrariant . 
to Mr. Hobs, that the cau- ;5 
ſation of Evil cannot be attri- .; 
buted to God without Impi- © 
*ty, Hementioning our late | 


fatal Wars thus - _ 


——=Such Crimes and Suffe- * 


rings [ will not impute unto the 


Deaty. 


1 have no Sence if this be q 
not a Repugnancy, in this ! 


Tract he affirms that thoſe 


who aſſert, that the cauſari- 
on of Evil cannot be attribu- 


ted to God are allyed to the 
Manaichees. 


Andyet when in the Ver- | 


_ _ reſpect his life, 
he 


of Hereſie: 4 r 


lhe recounts the Engliſh E- 
'vils and Calamities during 
ithe Wars;.he:dares:not im- 


{pure them-to . the Deity.” 
JTruly how far this Opinion 
115 from | Mamchaifm, let 
|the World Judge: Can any 
{man have ſence to. believe, 


{thar:if Sin flows from: God 
[rhe; firſt Cauſe, but it muſt 


{be attributed co. him? The 
; |Mgnichees believe .an Eter- 
1nal: being. the Author of 
all Evil. ':Taketheir Mon- 


|ſtrous opinion from them- 
ſelves. There was an 
\Epiſtle ©. which they. in Sr. 
| Auſtin: called.rhe Fundamen- 


[fum, and thus begins. Mam- 
chaus 
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chens Apoſtolus Jeſu Chriſti, *v 
Providentia : Dei Patris,. hac 1 


4 
, 


ſunt ſalubria werba de uive acÞt 


perenui Fonte, Manicheus the[ 


Apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt bytheK 
Providence of God the Fa-) 
rher ::theſe are ſound and}: 
wholſ6e words flowing fromt 
a Liveing -and Perpetual & 
Fountain. In this Epiſtle, 
thus, Inexordio futre due ſwb- 11 
ſtantiz a ſe diviſe&c. In the I! 
beginning there were! two 1: 
ſubſtances divided from one 4C 
another. God:the Father had #\ 
the comand of Light ; and i« 
then he proceeds to- deſcribe 7 
tharkingdom.he thengoes to!) 


_ theKingdome of Darkneſs, }* 


which . 


A 
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t,nwhich was at-the- fide -cf 
c Light>giveing a wild deſcrip- 
acFtion of that Kingdame of 
hesDarkneſs. :.He'gives an 2C- 
7 ns of theBlack King of it 
that he :wich his. - hideous 


mIther, the King of Light; who 
al (being affraid: of him». ſenr 

e ome. of his "Troops, who 
v1 mixing with the Black :Regi- 
e Jments . formed his World. 

oJThat what is Good ' muſt 
& lone: from the King of Lights 
{ {what is. bad fromthe King 
{ iof Darkneſs. Theſe frenzies 
> :Of him who was Meviex © bee 
./ witched orice that great man, 
4 {who by the Grace of God bee 
| D ing- 


OO LE EG Bien A re: es 


- ing inlightned fellfromthem 
to _ atholic Church. -. 


-In;-his Tecons. difpute with 
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— a Presbyter | 


in Fijpo putes .Zortunatis 

a 'Manichean Presbyreroot | 
thar' City. Both difpurea- | 
ÞGur the Original of theEvilf | 
Sn, 'heaſſigas. it ro:the Black | 
Prince;8 quittingithe Cauſe, | 
affitmeds:it could haivenoo- | 
her Original then-from :rhe | 
Evil Natureof the Prince of | 
JDarkneſs. ' The:like we:find | 


ed nr wigrarye "Saint 
Au igns rightly this to * 
-the Free will of man. It can- ' 
-notienter into my head, why || » 
pond Hobs Thould | pive this 

| aſſertions 4 
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aſſertion; my underſtanding 
istoo-thallow to fathom this 
deptls. -;: ©. * 

Nothing farther tobe re- 
proved 4ill we come to. the 
6 page» onely this-paſſage 
may receivex little.Cenſure 
pag 6 <Conftantine the grear 
«was made:-by the valor and 


1 << aſſiſtance of rhe Chriſtian 
| * Soldiers ſole Empegor. He 
! not much regarding, the pe- 
| culiar Providence of. 'God, 
| takes nonotice of - that, great 
! miracleof y* Croſs appearing 


: atNoon-with this inſcription 


1 


| Magnentius his Forces, 4 


4 


Es reg vg. T be whole Army, 
of Conſtzmtine was inferior to 


D 2 {mall 


— 
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ſmall.number of his Soldiers 
were Chriſtians, it was more 


che peculiar ation of the. ; 


Armeof Heaven, which difſi- 
pated the Army of Magnen- 
2:5 ,. and gave the Eagles to 
Conſtantine. | *< In: the latter 
<* end of his time- their aroſe 
& a diſpute between Alexan- 


& ger the'Biſhop, and Arrius * 


*the P#esbyter of rhat City. 


Here zhe Philoſopher hath / 
erred in his Chronology, for | 
for the.quarrel berween them ' 
began before the Lziciman |! 


Perſecution, in the Tenth 
of Conſtantirs 5 who. com- 
manded the Empire 37 years. 
Would rhis was: the worſt 
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of Hereſie, 27 
Error! © This Controvet* 


fy between the Inhabitants 


c- and Souldiers,preſently be- 
4+ came-a quarrel ,' and was 
* the-caule of much blaod= 


* ſhed inand. about the Ci- 
<< ty./:';Fhisſo far-concerned 
**4he Emperors. Civil .ga- 
*tvernment, that-he thoughr 
-©irneceflary to call a general 


«©.Councilof all the Biſhops 


[**2nd other emment;Divines 


*throwpnt the Roman Em- 


< pire ,'to.meet artthe Ciry 


of Nezce. Indeed { read in 
the Time of Conſtantius , the 
Aarrians proſecuted the Ca- 
tholcks with the greateſt fury 
imaginable. The lamenta- 
D 3 ble 
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"Empire, - The prime reaſon 
was 'the Eſtabliſhing *the | 


 Fxhortation to them,** That 


28 ADiſcauſe ; 
ble-Tragedy of which is gi- | 


ven ons by "an Alexanarian | 
Synod, in" their Letters to 
Julius Biſhop of Rome. '' But | 
thar any murders were com- ? 
mMitred Uuring the Reign of | 
Conſtaminei-1 dd not! obſerves 


'bur ' to- / leffen *; the honor 
'of Chriſtian Religion , ' he | 


aſſigns the calling of-' that !! 
Council ro the Peace of the 


R—_— On 
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Peace-of the Church,and the | 
Uniformity in Doctrine , 
which will be manifeſted, he 
faid to the Fathers in his 


—  —— — ts 3 


*chey wolild fall in hand w** 
: the | 


of Herefte. — 29 
©« the Articles of Faith, and 
< whatſoever they ſhould de- 


&cree therein>he wouldcauſe 


ro be Obſerved : Or-which 
he thus Animadvetts, ;*This 
«* may perhaps ſeema;great 


< ;ndifferency;, «then: would 


** in theſe Days::be approyed 
* off. Þ know not. the ſence 
of this refleQion, for: what 


could be more deſired by a 
--Council of the Emperor,then 
:t0 aſſure them that he would 


ratify thoſe Canons which 


they decreed, cencerning the 


things they were called for. 


- The main of the diſcourſe is 
' Concerning his znimadverſi- 


ons on this Article, Begotten, 
not 
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380 A4 Dtarſoe 
Ditmadei,. i berng' ofi ae Sub 
Panke''eiith this tather; Thes | 
h6.--*fythid. they dendemd | 
* the do@ringe of dirs; for 
"this . "word zi. of one: \Sub> 
ve/tin Larine Conſubftan- 
tlio ami ice ita: wis 
wy parias:arbuckdtone-todife 
Ferran :4rrim from aCa- | 
'*x tholich, and much ado'rheir * 
Fc wag about de. Thus far tis | 
'true-butthe verity of herſfub- 7 
ſequent ' diſcourſe ami be ' 
Weelicered: Mo ; 
:& Gina himfelf] at he 
ec paſſing of it took : it for an: 
'** hard-Word,buc yetappro- 
tc yedit:2 [Theiaccount- iSgi- þ 
ven by Euſehizs in his Epiſtle 
co 
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ks of Herefie. '2z 
1 ro his flock, in Ceſarea. T heod. 


Gb.x. cap, 12, he acquaints 


| them what a form of ſound 


words he. preſented to_ the 


1 Syncd at Nre, w** the Em- 


perorand Synod allowedand 


approved : ; but. the .Synod 
was nort-ſatisfyed-except this 


{7 one word %wio:0- was; 10ſtr- 


entered into a-long .deb fe, 


3, ES 


red; whereupon the Synod 
and 1t.paft &X apstlmgy GE. we 
did not admit without enqui- 
ry,wbichwas after this man- 
ner. That word, of one. ſub = 
ftance was not to be. under- - 
ſtood according tp any. Cote 
poreal -paſſion.z That jt, was 
not a Subſiſtence by any di- 
vie 


_ 
_— = 
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+ 


viſion ot abſciffion from the | 
Father: Forun immaterial jin- . ? 
relleual,*and incorporeal- 

Nature cart be the ſubject: | 
hov'd-rhat-ſfuch things ouphe | 


tebeexpreſsd in divineanh 


atcadat words.ic' Thus.. our. 
moRiwiſe andreligious Eme | 
pttoir did Philoſophiſe. And 
THhdevets cap/130faith that | 
Word 4wiv® was not inven- | 
red by" the Fathers, bur. re« | 


ceived from former ages, 
and. devolyed from Fathers 


to-Childrea. ' <<Conftantie. | | 


%eafling that' word Divexe 
© not becauſe -it was in the 
<« divine. Sctipture,for it was 

; not 


4 
% 
. 
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B©:4 
3 


J Bot there, This' 1s acknow- 
I ledged. - ;* {Þys. becauſe It 
| *was to.himianwfrogrmm nor 

| lufficiencly updeiſiagd, adix. 
p _" 1+ COMFEmPE wpon'| the 
Council; 4s fit! cleirſhoBid 
be .fujtable-wiords 4 ter rho 

1 the myers canner beiright- 
pi |yec:the fence 


| aftheword may very.wellbe 


andarſiond.. Fhis word uei- 
5 o1@r:, May: yell: ;2nAJgh be 
: Known: viel bow1i bei fÞgl of 
} Giblance with the; \Father- is 
] aot-fo intelligible; bis] re- 
* fiction ypananhe ] nipf5oris 
y Unworthy a ,-« —_— 
LH  _ 
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And in this appeated'the 
 ««indifferency of the Empe-| 
«ror, and that he- had for lils 


ro perſecarion.re 
X0- Chriſtians, and; made}! | 
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« end it calling the:Synod. 
< nor {ſo mach the Truth as} 
« che Uniformity of thedoQ-|j 
rinez' and che Peace of hisf} 
* People yer depended'on it. ſj ] 
This - is @& moſt nototious|) | 
ſcandal'sWhar! -the famous}. « 
Conſtantine, who pura'period!; 1 

fored PEace ' j 


Chriſtiagiry ro floriſh, whatſ] « 
his Conſtantine to' play the! « 
: Hypocrite ? Conſtantine did}: ; 
defire the. Uniformity in}! x 
-Dottrine, but not inan-e-, f 
vil Doarine, and the _ 11 
= of: 


' 
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| of his' people , but he'would 
not. build this npon: the foug- 
SE dation ofSig and and ; Hereſy, 
>| Beiore that -celebrated Em-. 
$3 peror convened the:Counct!, 
= he was convinced of the rrue 
Sf Faith, which appeared by 
rf His Diſcourſe with 477725,and 
15} his : large A4etter to the 
s| Churches in Romama, They 
d!i who read the letters of Con-. 
ef! ſtantine concerning Arrms 
e}] before the Council was calld 
th} Conſtantines Edit, for the 
ef) Convenins of the Fathers, 
d|/ and his pious and ſweet O- 
uf!  Tations- to the Council , will 

=; find, rhat Conſtantine's De- 

. fiene was, that ſo great an 
E "Afem- 
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36 A Diſcourſe | 
Aﬀeembly of the beſt Di- 
vines ſhould ſettle the Chutch | 
upon the Foundation © of # 
Truth and peace. Furrher, | 
&:he cauſe of the obſcurity | 
« of this word uote pros» | ! 
« ceeded- clearly from the || 
« difference of the Greek |} 
«2nd Roman diale& in rhe |! | 
« Phyloſophy of the Perpa-Þ | 
| 


#70bs into this ſentiment I; 
cannot underſtand-all his ſub-| 
ſequent diſcourſe is of Efence |} 1 
Or goin. ASIO this l know no) 1 


difference in the Greek and! l 


Larine Diale&. Both Greek |: p 


and Latine 4 1n the Sence of'; 
har agreed, The Arrians | 
and 5 


; of Herefie. 37 
- | and Catholicks were Harmo- 
h | njous:'. EPR: 

f ® . AS-t0 the toia > why Mr. 
* Hobs ſhould make their diffe- 
@ rence to.conſiſt in that which 
= | they did agree, is to me Un- 
q intelligible. The difference 
7 lay inthe Adjective 5 there 
7 is one letrer ( is)e ) thar 
'4inthis, thar. ke is nor the 
ſame; the Arrians would 
Y allow the (patoi&- , ofa ſub- 
{ ſtance like ro the fathers but 
7 not this 4wowg,G- of the ſame 
d/! Subſtance with the Father. 
c |/ It maniteſtly appears to be 
f; a wild excurſion of Mr. Hobs 
s 4 tO diſcourſe and quiþle upon 
a # E 2 'v915 


38 ÞOFA Diſcourſe ; 
the Sence of this #-i« Eſſence, BG 
and Subſtance, when the'dif- (fi 
pate 'did norlyein'rharz yet | 
ifthere be a connexion in his || 
diſconrſe- in rhat, ccoraing i ; 
rohim,” ir- did) conſiſt : but i} c: 
we will follow him'in rhe 8 
_ Chace. © The froſt principle | 
«of all Religion in all Nati. | < 
*© 0881s, Godis, Thisis a 
* truths Thar is to ſay, that | . 
« God really is ſomething , | 
« and nota meere fancy. This k 
1snor well fayd, Iris wirha | 
diminution, for when we un- 7. 
derſtand theNotion of a God, | 
'then we muſt have a cc ncep» ; 
tion of a being which is 10- 
fiaire- 
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©) Bfinirely wiſe, Good, Power- 

Bful, Eternal. &c. * bur that 
<* which 1s really ſomething 
is conſiderable alone by ir 
g< ſelf, as being ſomewhere, 
{<*ſo the Earth, the Air are 
* © all of them things real 5 
7 © whatſoever is in any place 
” © hath dimeſion,rhatis to.ſay 
* © Magnitude, and this which 
© bath Magnitude whetheric 
| © bevifible or inviſible is cal- 
| © led by all the learned a Bo- 
} < dy-lfirbe finite, & body or 
} < Corporeal, if itbe infinite, 


«it followeth, that all real 


things in that they are ſome- 
&wyhere,arecorporeal, which 
Para- 


zo A Diſcourſe 
Paragraph gives occafion off C 
 thefe 2 canliderable things. fl f 
7, Whether there be any real} a 
being but rhar which is abo- | 
dy, and harh magnitude F} 
2,W herein the Nature of In- 

finiry conſiſts 2 As tothe firſt 
ve will grant, that all learn'd 
men ſay whatſoever hath 

Magnitude is a Body ; yet it 

mnit be affirmed, . thar the 

moſt and beſt of the I zterat: 
affirme , that there are real 
Beings, which are not bo- 

oys, and have no Magnitude, 
The. chief of which we ſay is Þ 
God, and tis impoſhble to 
have any Conception of a | 


\ 


God | 
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t God, bur he muſt remove 
from him the conception of 

if a Body 3 A Pody muſt of ne- 

- | ceffity be diviſible and have 
"& ſuch parts web can't be com+- 
- || petent to aDeity,ſo thatgreat 
t Attribute of God's Immuta- 
1 bility is loſt, He beinga thing 
| that-may be changed ; nor 
| can this conſiſt with Gods 
{ Omnipotency ; how can we 
; | think matter can be omnipo. 
| | tent, if-we ſeriouſly caſt 'our 
| Eyes upon this world ro con- 

# templare its beaury , order 
# and greatneſs ; Is't poſlible 
! to conceive,that it is the pro- 
du of Matter ? Nozthe no- 
| tion of a God muſt include 
in 


* + of 
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in its ſelf the Notion of Infi- | 
nity. An Infinite cannor, j 
confiſt of finite parts; ſeveral | 
figices cannot amount to one | 
infinite, cherefore God can- | 
not have parts, where en 
it muſt be acknowledged , 
that there is a being ied, | 
is not corporeal, and farther { 
tis moſt certain that obs / Ll 
contradicts his own great } 
principle, rthar the ſupream# 
Power is the ſole Judge of WV 
Good and Evil, Truth. zl 


ro the King of Encland by. 
whoſe law the Nicene Coun-#! 
cil was ratified , which .de-F© 
creed thar God is an _—_ my 

rial 
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rial and incorporeal Snb- 
(ſtance, and: by his own Law 
Thath declared that God hath 
> | NO parts. s 
| 2. As tothe Nature of 
® Thing infinite, there Can 
If but two yu acceptions 
of Its 

Ir fienifies a being which 
'S , Ancludes in it ſelf all per- 
ir $eions, and ſo Ir connotes 
The great God, the Eternal 
MajcRy, and this infers, there 
14 cannot be two Infinites,for 
a There muſt not be twootall 
Dy. perfeftions. 2. Or a being 
n-1 hat is boundleſs, or hath no 
e-terme. The name Infinite 
may be given to other things, 


re-M 
1al as 


FO 
C | 


« 


may be farhomed, Words 


Tach. a length but ir may be! 
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as an Tnfinire Sea becauſe irf: 
cannot be- exhauſted, takey 
what water out of it youF: 
pleaſe, the Sea remaines asfullJ1 
aSbeforez Infinite words , 
Infinite Numbers, yet there 
are bounds to;them; the Sea 


have their Numbers ,. none®! 
can imagine a line drawn to 


drawn longer, fancy any 
number, there may be anMh 
addition > theſe are not pro-# 
perly Infinites, as a littleT< 
Stick we ſee bounded, yet di-J 
vided it may be into Infigize #* 
Parts-.(7. e.) it will be ſtill ca- #* 
pable of diviſion, for nothing ** 


is * 
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iris material, but each part 
keavillbe material : *'Fis clear 
JU! harnorhing can beeſteemed 
Jofinire 'bur Spaces in my ap- 
prehenſion, Space ſimply 
onceived is nothing» 'tis a 
ere. Imagination » fo it: ap=- 
dsPears. that nothing Corpore- 
neal is Infinite. That which he 
ro Jubjoyns concerning Eſſence, 
DeKnd Deity ſhall be confide. 
1 ed, whar he ſays .of White- 
nmeſs and Blackneſs. will be 
)-pranted but what he in- 
letends by it, ſhall, be preſent- 
i-1y examined, «© Theſe Re. 
ie #* al things, are called by the 
;- &< Latine Philoſophers Entza, 
g *c [ubjefa, ſubſtantie, and by 
is -— 
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«« the Greek Philoſophers 
« IT, Uno yelute , Varogzus? £ 
«« The, other which. are In4 
«- corporeal, are-called by the 
Greek Philoſophers , wid 
« ovpibnyole y gerie ouele. bu 
«moſt of the Latine PhiloſoJ! 
«c phers uſe to Convert 30:41 
<;1nto ſubſtantia, and ſo cona1 
«found realand corporeal x 
«things with incorporeal J/ 
« which is not well. For E(f 
«« ſence and Subſtance ſignifi! 
«« divers things. To whictf} 
'tis thus returned 5 why dotty! 
Mr. Hebs call any thing Ins 
corporeal , when he aſlertF 
there's nothing but what ii 


a Body ? : 
Wha 
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$1 . 2. What philoſophers ſay 
£ ſubſtantie are: me {r1a,:. other 
| things are-fo :called which 
hd are not ſubſtartie, and who 


Mut are ſubſtantia and ſubjefta , 
fofſecing white and black have 
their ſubſtrata, which are dif- 
zna4ferent from them, and they 
1] are ſeparable , for that ſub- 
1] d/fratum which is now whites 

E(lmay 2non be black, 
if 3- By the Greek Philoſo- 
ict{phers Incorporeal things are 
orfyror called evupebuyorea , for 
Initheſe are acc dentta 5 nor gar- 
rtgrdoware, for the ſpeftra are ſ{ub- 
;y<as of the eye, and what is 
{the objedt of ſenſe is materi- 
F ab 
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al.:but they.are þy.rhem cal-| l 
led!  ailoa, : cdudle mduele.  - > - l; 


"The Latine Authors doe 
well ib. cranſlating ia ſome-? 
times' Subftantialys ſometitnes} 
Efſentia:, Eflence and; \Sub-f 
ſtande do differgbur the Greek 
is:Copious:. hin fighifies: Ell c 
ſence and Subſtane; expreſly,/; 
Aviſt bib. 4 cap.-g. [gives rheſe, 
wo ſipnitivacions ofi-ie;tharfc 
_ it fignifies both! Eflence and 6 
Subſtance. The Latines rakes 
their meaſures from. rheyjc 
Greeks. They confound noty« 
Eflence-and Subſtance , who L 
give rhe-juſt Tranſlation ac-gc 
cording $o rhe true ſenſe, ite 
having divers acceptations.zp 

and 
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q land therefore this $0&n0). 15 
(9927 rendred: One of the fame 
ol Subſtance. ne Anais : 

=; - * And this. miſtake 1s .re- 
Sf « ceiv'd, and continues ſtill in 
3-1 < theſe parts, in all. diſputes 
kJ both of Philoſophy.and Di- 
£-\* vinity 5. for th..crugh Zſer- 
ly+ zz ſignified no thore thanif 


le$«-we ſhould talk ridiculouſly 
athc of the 1/neſc, of the thivg, 
nods that;is,(By whomall.#hiags 
keyewere, made:) - rhis 48: provid 
heJ<ourrof $t;; Jahr; Capi. Vere 
JOU 1, 2, 3». and-::FHeh; WAROE- 
ho 3c Ver. 3 * -4nd- that. a8a\lt Ouc 
aC-y« of Gen." T6 :mike-etbole 

'fexpreſkons' which;.Rhilafo- 
nS-aphers us d ridiculous: he thus 
10G. F 2 form's 


f 


© .A Diſcourſe s 
form'd this ' word [/nef St.7, 

Jerome upon - theſe! words off 
the wiſe man, Fhe.#s no new? 

-thing tnder the® Sun', quotes} 
his Maſter Donatus, reading! 
-upon Terence ,- Nil diftum, 
quod non 'prives diftum 5 Deſy 

pereant qui noftra ante 105 Htx- 
erunt. That great Rhetori-5 
clan, and Gramarian might; 
be the Inventor.of. ſome new? 

words, of new explanation], 
of the ſame thing butnorelſe.F 
Mr. Hobbs is the (ole faven-? 

tor of the word. 1/nefs, but} 
his Leviathan principles were © 
c 


prepared to his hands b y fan-? 
ciful and not «thinking men;I* 
words mightily prevail, Thef* 


re! 
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wreverend- Mr. Calvin againſt 
the Anabaptiſts ,- aniL08her 
(wild perſons,..us'd rhe {word 
| ec hanatick, TheGrear Monk 

Jin. his Southern Journey 
which he manag'd withas cu- 
ml. —_— 

2 $5008: and. fine *Stxgtagems as 
x ever a General dids; rorckpoſe 
Ais. adverſaries 1Ghe:;Army 

L bounding with ſuch font > 
reatures) 'he -cal\dd them 
#Phanaticks »' which- was; of 
rear. efficacy 5 perhaps: 'r1s 
—_aMr, Hobbs his imagination 
"by this odd word {/neſs to 
render Eſſentia, us'd by the 

«Philoſophers,  contemptible 
ny Fa re long (it maybe) on the 
”* "- And rhis {/neFamoneſt 


&; Dr oils 
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Drolis may ſerve to make #f 
:Conceit more pleaſant: If Hg 
. Would have recolleted what 
he ſaid of Speech: Cap. 403 
Lemathan 5 that words ſig4 
_ nifie as they are uſually undet) 
ſtood, - then if neſs had been 
uſed in a common vogue t@ 
denote the.ſame with Eſſence 
who would have reprov'd it * 
He quarrels with the Father 
and Divines of Note for con; 
founding- the Concrete. with 
the fbſtract, Deus-with Deiat 
tas, Ens with Efſentia; Sa41 
prens with Sapientia, Aiternn:* \ 
with /Etermtas: In my ap 
prehenſion, the Philoſopheryy 4 
40 nar confound — < 
Qi 


Co I 
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> & for they ſuppole a diſtindion, 
Tg which to me thus appears: 
af E/entia the Nature, Ens the 
0] ihing ir ſelf, I-may have ap- 
24 prehenfjons of- a thing, and 
ery the Nature of a thing ;. the 
ent Philoſophers. make- no con- 
i# fulion , none of them ſay 
4 thar Saprens. is Saptentia. 5. if 
{they did ſo, they might- tru- 
rf ly ſay, that Covetouſneſs is 
4 a Covetous mans. and Holyneſs 
gis a Zoly man&c. , as heby 
4 this would render them.con- 
a-4 temptible : by a Concrete they 
u* underſtand a Thing com- 
J pounded of Subſtance. and 


ry Zorms, by an abſtratt they 
64 conceive a Form. without the 
oil Subject 
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Subjeftzas Wiſdome, 'not ;con-þ, 
Gdering:the man rhar is Wiſe | 
4 may at-rhe:fame time-liave 
a conceptioniof i/aom , and} 
not have the en ofa 
w/e man. ..No Philoſopherſ 
doth: fay--that wi{doms! cand tal 
Ti/e man are the: fame, nat Cp- 
:vetoufneſs  andv.a ':Conerans} 
manaretheſame.The Schools} 
and Philoſophers in ſpeaking) 
of.the Detty do fear to ſprakg;- - 
of God:with any. irreverence,fl. 
-& therefore upon | juſbgroumiſi 
admir not any compolit tlon-in 
-God amonglt them.  Deztas? 
.and Deus are the ſame , and. 
by. ireaſon 'that there is no-? 
'rhing Ecernal, bur God, ing... 
| Him® 


h 


It 


df 


Ce 


i 
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. Him eternus & atermtas ate 

? | | 

he ſame - For when we con» 

JFievea diſtinction inthe mind 

a{Þf man, ir is concerning crea» 

#ed beings; bur we have none 
Juch in God, Efence and Ex- 

<< 

: 7/tence of created beings afe 

Ford two different modes of 


 concieving, -but the contrary 


*5s of God. There is bur one 
- conception of the Z/ſence and 
xiſtence of a God, and of 
jFehem there is no ſort of di- 
\FNindtion * The Abſtrat and 
Concrete: and Concrete and Ab- 
*ftraft are the ſame, therefore 
Jit muſt be 11] ſaid of him: For 
Af Deitas abſtraged be Deus, 
1we make rwo Gods of one. 
F 5g Mult 
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Muſt then no ſuch word: a 
Eſeence be-uſed 2-only Body:'s 
ſurely the:word. Natare-mayÞ 
be. uſed.? - what is thi” 
Corporeal ? by. that means. Þc 
may uſe the word Eſſential hr 
His aim-is higher,)char is , alf 

the: Txjaiy, 480m 'that-myRc+ 
ry of, Faith, he takes all Ai i 
Grandeur. Thus Mr. Habs 
The Attributes therefore of Gol 
#n the. abſtraft, when they. ar 
pus. for God, are put., Mefonymil 
rail » which 1s-@ rommon thing) 
inScripture.z .as\ for Example. 
Prov. 9. 23 Bafore:the Moun-> 
tains were, ſetled., before-th fl 
Fills brought forth was J. Thi! 
Wt _ dom. there ſpoken of being} 


the® 


— WE R= -] IEA 


_ of Nerolie,. yy 
> 107 domof God, faxnfres thi 
Ker Ho wife Foy 'Twrhe 

| Ns che 37ifea 
$0113 of God i" 1s ſometimes 
neant the Sor of Gozhthe 6'a 

i, to, the Eternal Word: 'atfd 
\$his/is'fn6t Yehyedby che {.4- 
. Fans themfelves/' They! ac- 
i nowledging? thai Wiſdom 
mentioned | By - Solorhon is 
Chtiiſtehe-Spn bf God, 'do 
7 Endeavour to prove himHot 
$701 &f;, becauſe he islaid 
Fo be according tothe greek 
rh Jordan ſums and as-cired by 
 Fulgentous rontra. objett. Arri- 
Snorum obj. Creauit me Tmati- 
## varutis ſuarum,; A Crea- 
Fare is'not ofithe ſameſub- 
F* ance”, tho the Arrians falſ- 


ly 
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ly applyed thofe words, . yet] 
tis certain thar- by. the wiſ- 
dome of God mentioned 
in that chapter, was notas} 
Mr. Hobs faith Metonimicallyy * 
by them taken. for the wiſe, 
God, bur a being ſubſiftent 
by it ſelf; whar he thinks off 
the other part of the Creedif 
1s not amiſs , but to ſay that? 
it was never queſtioned a-} 
mongſt Chriſtians (except by|l” 
the Arrians) that Chriſt was|#.” 
God Eternal is an huge miſt-} 
ake. Before Arrius appear'd, i 
ſeveral Fer eticks denied it» p 
and Arrius according to this} | 
word 2pe o1O- , as appears byj, 
his Letters and Confeſſion! pe 
would not ſcruple to call? 
Chriſt? 


ts 
i 


> —— 
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hriſt the Eternal God, 

He adds, That no man can be 
$nade an Heretick. by confe- 
S$quence this ſhall not create 
Eoy diſfute bur whar means 
oe when he ſaith becayſe thas | 
Wy erm was not put nto the body 
al the Creed , but airetted onely 

lf o the Biſhops, there was no 


» ay 
—_—_ 


0 = "EE i 


&rary; 1 cant find his mean- 
was in the Creed, and by the 

. very perſon who did not re- 
Perhaps he means this, that 


h eaſt on t0 pumſt any Eay-per- 
Won that ſhould ſpeak to the con» - 
Jing: for the form 59 £516: 
Authority of that Council e- 
3 
yljccive it was anathemat!z'd, 
#3 
3God hath no Parts is got in the 
pm ls G form 


1: R399) 
[8 
44a 
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form of the Creed. This is 
acknowledged, that the 


Council did nor put that in- 
ro the forme of the Creed., 
_ Fet it was determined by the 


Council. The Letters which 
Euſebius wrote were Synodl » 
cal, | 

By the ſuperſcriptions it 
appears, that the Contents 


of thole Epiſtles did not con- 


cerne onely the Biſhop , but 
all the People. Socrates, 
Lib. 1. Cap. 5. gives a full 


account of thiss he wrote | 


an Epiſtle of the Decrees and 
Atts of which Ezuſebizs ſent 


by order of the Council. | 
5 Tys managttns Keioubeny, 2nd | 
_ this] 
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this ſame Epiſtle faith $9. 


crates Euſebins {ent Tj innanare 
AniZarfpiw, to the Church 
of Alexandria , to thoſe of 
Lybia, Egypt and Pentapolis. 
Whar the Synod by a com— 
mon ſuffrage paſt, when the 
conciliaty decrees were ſent 
ro all the Churches: Mr. 
Hobs would make the World 
believe that they being di- 
re&ted by the. Biſhaps were 
onely obligatory - of them: 
The Contrary in T heodoret. 
£05. 1. Cat 5.045; 22, Ihe 
Synodical Epiſtles of the Nz- 


3 Cene Fatners were direted 


not to the Biſhops, for the Bi- 
ſhops were preſent in Coun- 
G 2 Cl] 
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60 A Diſcourſe | 
form of the Creed. This is 
acknowledged, that the 
Council did nor put that in- 
ro the forme of the Creed, 


' Fet it was determined by the 


Council. 'The Letters which 
Euſebins wrote: were Synoat - 
cal, 

By the ſuperſcriptions it 
appears, that the Contents 


of thoſe Epiſtles did not con- 


cerne PAs the Biſhop , but 
all the People. Socrates, 
Lb. 1. Cap. 5. gives a full 


account of thiss he wrote| 
an Epiſtle of the Decrees and | 
Atts of which Euſebius ſenr | 
by order of the Council. | 


#s Tys adagrns Keioufeiny, and 


_ this} 


| 


— 
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this ſame Epiſtle ſaith $9. 
crates Euſebins {ent Th SAKANg1% 
AniZardpiw, to the Church 
, ff of Alexandria , to thoſe of 
|| Lybia, Egypt and Pentapolis. 
| | Whar the Synod by a'com— 
- | mon ſuffrage paſt, when the 

Cconciliary decrees were ſent 
|| ro all the Churches: Mr. 
| Hobs would make rhe World 
-j believe that they being di- 
| rected by the Biſhaps were 
| onely obligatory of theme 

The Contrary: in Theodoret. 

Lib. 1. Cap. 5, Cap. 12, The 

{ Synodical Epiſtles of the Nz- 
4 cene Fathers were directed 
I not ro the Biſhops, for the Bi- 
| ſhops were preſent in Coun- 
| G 2 Cl] 
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cil bur to-the: Church of 4- 
Jexangria,and to all our be- 
loved brethren in £gypt, TL bi- 
'@ and 'Pentapols.Theſe b<ing 


thus direQed there was a 
reaſon: £0 puniſh any Lay- 


_ Perion which ſhould - ſpeak 
0 the Contrary. © But what 
* was: the meaning of this 


< Doctrine; that -God hath no | 
©*parts? Was it made Hereſy | 


'©-7Q ſayuthar God who 15 a re- 


Al Subſtance, cannot be con- | 
* fidered or ſpoken of as here | 
<or there, or atly where | 
* which are parts of places ? | 
«Or that-rhere is. any real | 
* thing without length every | 
* way, that is to ſay which | 
 R- hath | 


— 'e. A 


_ YR 
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£ hath no magnitude art all Fi- 
| £ © nite ar Infinite £Or.is there 
"|| .<.any- whole Subſtance,whoſe 
| 5,rywo halves. or.,three. thirds 


<are.not. the ſame' with-that 
*whole? Or did they mean to 

| 5 condemn.-the- Argument of 
| +4 Zertullian, by. which hecon- 
| s futed Apeller and other He- 
| <reticks of his, time, namely 
4 whatſoever was not corpo- 

* real, was nothing, but, phan- 
caſt, and not Corporeal for 
By Heretical > nd / certainly. , 
| No Divines ſay that, Whar 
! is the: meaning. of this, that 
God hath no Parts. - - 
! . ' Toexplain this headdsſe- 
| veral queſtions, whether God 
Wis G 3 con- 
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-confidered'6r ſpoken: of, as 
'Here inCehere, "6; ther: there 


Wany: Yeal'- Hitg" Fithour 
Tenigch® every: Way" 7i'e hath 


mighttiids at alf Finite or In- | 


finite: ris? returned tothoſe 


queſtions. "God'is:4an Infinite | 


ſubſtanee!! "Without. "magni- 
tude*hortiniirbe Lid) thera 
maghitudths inflhites. tis im- 
poſſible ro think-rh#t to be 
1nfinite , towhich there can 
be 2n-2dditioh; His third! caþ- 
tibus' qiieſtion is frivolous 3 
*Tis true if that ſubNance be 

material; bat'ir is vor true in 
an immaterial. lubſtance. To 
the Fourth'fer any 'Divine be 
\ roma who faich that what 
1s 
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is not Corporeal i isa Phantaſme. 
"This'is” the queſtion, whe- 
ther all beings which have a. 
real Subſtante be C 6rporeal, the 
Epucureans affirme it'> othet 
| Philoſophers-and Chriſtians 
| wholly "deny it, indeed it 
| muſt'be afirmed, that ſome- 
| rinies' by: Corpus or a Body is 
meantany real being,or what- 
ever h:th any real being ; and 
this It 'is by ſome conceived 
| to be the ſence of 7ertullians 
| Thus St. Auguſtine vindicates 
| Tertullian de Genefi ad Literam 
| Lb, 10. Cap, ult. 'T ertull, de 
| Anima Cap. 7 Omne Corporale 
Þ e/# paſſabile. Upon that Sr. fu- 
| 24/eene, _ ergd mutare. ſens 
tentt- 
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 tentzam.” | He ought; there” 
fore: to change | his opinian” 
which he-mentions 1m an othtr 
place » God is a body.s. ' ad. 
verntss Praxeam. - I cannot 
believe that he was ſo Child- 
1ſh as ro believe: the I Nature 
of Gcd is paſſubles,. bur:rhar 
by this Argyment,:whaiſo- 


ever-was not Corporeal was 920-| 


thing , ſhould be the argu 
ment whereby he -confured 
Ape les y and other. Hereticks 
in his 11es is a Conclufon 


above the reach of my under-| 
diſputes a-| 


ſtanding. He 


paint Hern: OfNCTES Who. aller-|j 
ted 2a Eternal matter c0ex-P | 
iftent with God, 


who outhþ 


off 
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of rhat created this Univerſe: 
What Argument can be uſed 
againſt Fiermogines taken 
from propoſition > Omne quod 
eſt Corpus eſt, There is no«- 
thing bur Body. 1n Cap. 35. 
Tertullian explains himſelf ; 
he takes an Argument from 
Hermogmes his contradicting 


| himſelf, prima facte materia 


22aetur efſe mcorporalts ; ar the 
firſt fight matter ſeems tobe 
incorporeal : bur having ſe 
riouſly pondered whar he 
faith, Matter will be found 


neither Corporeal, nor Incor- 


poreal: That i grant, ſome ſub- 


ſtance 1s onely Incorporeal, for 


the Subſtance it ſelf is the = 
| y 
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dy of every thing when Cor- 
 poreal and Tncorporeal are men- 
- tioned; nothing elſe will beſf# 
admitted, - Thus he explainÞÞ 
ing his ſence of Corpus that 11L 
is Subſtantia', - he confutes 
'FTermopnes not from the re 
cited propofition-bur his ownÞ! 
contrarietysz the ſame mayÞn 
be: applyed to whar he diſ-Þa 
putes againſt Marchizan Apel Pt 
Jes and Praxeas. Theteforgþ 
agzinſt Mr. Ffobs | may bee 
confiientro averr that T er-$ 
tullian never atremprs the re-£ 
fnating Apelles, or any other 
Hc:retick in his time, - fromB! 
thi- Topick, whatſoever was: 
not Corporeal was a Phantaſme, 4 
| Tis] 
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is true the N:cene Fathers 
ent to eſtabliſh one lndtui- 
ual God. In; Trinity , -to-a- 
n-Þoliſh the diverlity of Species: 
n God : and tis not true » 
eMhuat -they did not - intend to- 
e-Keſtroy thediſtin&ion of here. 
08nd zhere , | for the Council 
2930 explaining the -word did 
{-Jay, that it could not be un-' 
-[Þerſtood of God, Kai! 3 mro> 
reſi not x7 fever, fot the EC : 
eſence of God was 4va@& » *aw 
r.$421@ , the diſcourſe is not 
e-concerning the intent of the 
erfCouncil. Since the Council 
mijudged the nature of God ta 
asÞe Immaterial and Incorpo- 
e.$<al, they did conclude that 
15! an 
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an [ncorporea} Subſtance was 
not a contradiction; rhere- 
fote'the- holy Fathers muſt 


needs have thought that God | 


had noextended parrsz nor 
any ſort of parts ; and there- 
fore nor be confidered as here 
and'there,Whar'a force is don 


by him tothe Apoſtles-quelt- ji 


10n; St. Paulasks the Corin- 
thians,Ts Chriſt droided? which 


he thus interprets. © He did 


©not think, they thought 
©him impoſible to be conf1- 
© dered as having hands and 
* feet, but that they might 


* think him(alluding tothe} 
© manner of the Gentzles) one| 
of the ſons of God, but = ; 

| the| 


of Herefie. =." 
-the only begotten. Thus ex- 
© pounded in Athanaſius his 
Creed, Not Confounding the 


I* Perſons, nor aroiding the Sth - 
* ſtance.» 7.6, 15 NO divi- 
«ded into Perſons Peter » 


* James ahd John, nor are the 
|< 3 Perſons one and the ſame 

<Perfon. Tisgranted, rhar 
the Fathers intended the 
laſt, bur ir is denied that they 
fihad any ſuch intent , by not 
PB drviding the Subſtance, ro have 
Na reſpect unto various [ndi- 

{viduals., for in that dzoi/tor s 
lithe Perſons & ſubſtances are 
 Mazvided, the Subſtances are 
different and not the ſame; 
-ſibut in the perſons of the In- 
- H divie 
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an Incorporea) Subſtance was 
not a contradictions; theres 


L.-; 
28 
4 


fore the-holy Fathers muſt || © 


needs have thought that God 


had noextended parrsz nor 


any ſort of parts ; and there- 
fore not be confidered as here 


and there, Whar a force is don | 
by him to the Apoſtles quelt- | 
ion; St. Paulasks the Corin- |: 
thians, Ts Chriſt divided? which | 
he thus interprets. © He did} 
*not think, they thought |: 
© him impoſſible to be confi- |: 
© dered as having hands and |: 
* feet, but that they might | 
* think him (alluding to the |! 
© manner of the Gert:/es) one |! 
of the ſons of God, burn ; 

the| 
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"the only begotten. Thus ex- 
; Cn in Athanafins his 
R<Creed, Not Confounding the 
' c Perſons, nor droiding the Steb- 
| * ſtance » 1.e, God is nor divi- 
i-ded into 3 Perſons Peter, 
| * James and John, nor are the 
Þ 3 Perſons one and the ſame 
| Þ Perſon. Tis granted, rhar 
{rhe Fathers intended the 
Ilaſt, bur ir is denied that they 
[had any ſuch intent , by not 
| —_— the Subſtance, to have 
1a reſpect unto various [ndi- 
| | viduals,, for in thar drvzſion » 
|{the Perſons & ſubſtances are 
 [1drvided , the Subſtances are 
| {different and not tne ſame 5 
| bur in the perſons of the In- 
H diVie 
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_ dividual Trinity , the Sub-;1 
ſtance is the ſame. And inf 


created beings the Perſona of, 
every Individual is really!c 
diſtindt, not onely from ther; 
eſſence and perſon of ano, 
ther Individual ; bur from]; 
the Subſtance in which 1t}y 
doth ſubſiſt, which appears] 

in the Incarnation of our! 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who aſſu-J+« 
med not the Perſon but Na- |« 
ture of Man : bur the miſte-jc 
ry being great above all the! c 
underſtanding and appre-!«, 
benfion of mans it is rather} 
the objet ,of Faith, than;* 
Reaſon. My main under-j* 
taking againſt Mr, Hee 
Lis: 


of” Hereſie. 73 


b-fchis Trad is not to illuftrare 
Infor prove the meaning, but 
of! 110 manifeſt that he has not 
ly! (cleared himſelf of the con* 
1eItradiftion > and that in his 
OJattemprs he throws himſelf 
Milinto new. abſurdities , one of 
liwhich is this Paragraph, 
rs! < But Ariſtotle, and from 
I] him all the Greek Fathers , 
-]* and otherlearned men,when 
i-]*rhey diſtinguiſh the general 
-]<latitude of a word, they 
" | *call it 4rzſton, as when they 
e-|* divide the Animal into Man 
I*and Beaſt, they call rheſe 
0 *&, Spectes, and when they 
® Again divide the Specres ae 
* into Peter and John, they 
is) H 2 Call 


— 
— 


7 4 A Diſcourſe 
6 call theſe wpn partes endo” 
* auz. And by this confound i 
*ing the diviſion of the Sub4 1 
* ſtance with thediſtinEtion ofl : 
© words,divers men have beer] 
©led into Error of atttibury 
*ingto Godaname which | 
<©15 not the name of any Sud/) 
« ſtance ar all, viz; Tncorporeal| 
'Tis true that the Philoſo.-2 
phers , When they divide 4 
nme or the Genus into Men! 
or Feafts, they call theſe 64) 
Species , bur when they again! 
divide the Species Man, into? 
Peter and 7ohn,they never cal!: 

thele wpn Partes Individug, for 
whpn are partes dridue, theres: 
fore Individua. are called] 


"Ala"? 
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*"Anue; but whar ſence there 
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iS in his deduCtion, Tle give, 


{ when I underſtand it. There 
71S aſubſtance, which is In- 
q corporeal ; the Philoſophers 


were led into that truth by 
obſerving the operations of 
ſome beings which are not 
Corporeal, where ir muſt 


} needs follow, that theſe eſ- 
"7 ſences are Incorporeal ; and 
1 by ſome other Arguments : 


bur that they ſhould be led 
into this, which he callsan 


? Error by confounding the di- 
| viſion of Subſtance with the 


diſtinction of words, 1S a 
thing far from Truth, and a- 


ny conception of mine. 
H 3 £ Ma- 


SH bta 3h ! 
Y 


NE cn —_— 


« Church of Rame > which ſo | 
- *attribures a liberty of the ! 


76 4 A Di{courſt e- : 
Many Herefies which! 

« were Antecedentto the firſtl 

* general Council- were con-? 
« demned,as that of Manes(he! 

©mighr have added Marcion )\ 
* by the firſt article 7 belreve 
7n one God; This was not di-: 
rected onely againſt- them , | 
but alſo againſt rhe poluthe-| 
7/me of the Heathens, "rho to | 


* me it ſeems ſtill ro reinain 
<jn the Dodtrine of the. 


"- > 3X 


. 5 es 
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<Will to men» as that their 
«© will and purpoſe to commit 


—_ Py I ""'v 


* fin uot ſhould proceed from | 


* rhe cauſe ofall things God > : 


( 


' Dur. originaily from them- | 


«} elves. ; 
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L © ſelves or from the Devil. In- 


deed Marcionand Manes at- 
tribured Sin to an evill God, 
butthe Church of Rome, rhe 
Church of England, and all: 
other Churches look upon 
that Opinion as: Heretical : 
why this Doctrine of the Li- 


| berty-of the will is to remain 


in the Church of Rome, this 
is to 'palliate. This Doct- 
rine continues: in the Church 


1 of England, and in all the 
| Churches of Chriſt. The 
* Devil does vehemently tempt 


to ſin but he 1s not the cauſe 


: of ſin; hence that good 4x- 
| om 1s received by all know- 
' Ing men, No body us injured 


but 


"i 78 A Diſcourſe 
|. but by himſelf, thar which 1s 
if properly an Evil is the Evil 
- of Sin, whichour ſelvesonly; 
can inflit upon us 5 but hows 
comes ir ro paſs that this} 
Doctrine of the Liberty of? 
the Will ſhould be oppoſed? 
| by this Article, 7 beheve 7n! 
| one God'? they who maintain; 
that Dcarine firmly believe? 

this Article , They ſay that? 

the one true God is infinite-! 

ly glorious in all perfetions ,! 
amongſt which is the Liberty, 
of his will , he created all; 
things, amongſt which he cre-. 
ated Rational beings which ( 
he endowed with rhe Liber-; 1 
ty of Will, whereby they. are! | 
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made: 
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is3 made capable of being ver- 
7118 ruous,and ſo to be rewarded, 
ly} OF Vitious, and fo ro be pune. 
wh iſhed where 1s there by this 
1s] ſentiment a ſetting up ano- 
of4 ther God © by God he means 
ed) one firſt Cauſe which neceſſas 
in) rily moved from all eternity» 
in; from which neceſſary cauſe 
ve] there flows an infinite con» 
at! carenation of neceſſary cau- 
e-] fes, whence if any ſay, that 
s ,} there isa Liberty of the Will 
iy.) he muſt' aſſigne another firſt 
all! Cauſe, and from thence 0p= 
-e-. poſethisArticle /beheve in vne 
ch} God we ſay there is but one 
r-} firſt Cauſe, and that a free A» 
re] gent, whence ſprings the Li- 
de. berty 
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berty of Ratjonal Beings. By 

the account which Mr. Hobs | 
gives of God, and by ſeve- : 
ral of his opinions it muſt be # 


concluded , that he b<lieves 


there 15 no God: One of his | 
ſayings Is, He that ſaith-therse | 


2 no mind in the-WWorld,- hath no 


mind. This is a gingling quibs | 
ble,belides many groſs abſurs ' 
dites with w<* his opinion 1s 


charged,this is no mean one; 


God ts the Author of Sin, to | 
which he replys Levzath, cap. | 
45. by this diſtinction God zs | 
* not the Author of” Sin, but hes \ 
#he cauſe. The Author is he : 


who commands, rhe Cauſe 


by whoſe. Power a thing. is | 
done ; 


. 
» 
#70 
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1 done. This with many other 
1 diſtinQions he frames, which 
Jare more ſubtle,perplext, and 
-| {remote from ſence , then a- 
ny of the School-mens , for 
which he ſo-much condemns 
{them > certainly every cauſe 
{is the Author of a thing, He 
. that commands, 1s by that a 
» 1 moral cauſe. But he that is 
$ s [a cauſe by enabling.to dos 1s a 

| Phyſical cauſe of Sin,Godcan'r 
| | be ſuch a cauſe;but it may be 

| queried whether God, accot- 
s ; |ding ro Mr. Hobs, ever gave a 
5 ny laws to man-kind,ftorun 
:Gqueſtionably if the rule of 
| Juſtice, & Injuſtice Good and 
: Bad>true tad talſe be the will 
of 
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nevergave laws to man kind | 


condemned, but this canot be } 


.demn all :thoſe whoalcribed 9 
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82 A- Diſcourfe.. | 
ofthe ſupream power ; 'God } 


© perhaps (ſairh he) the 1n- 3 
© chropomorphites were then | 


* for they appeared not untill | 
©the time of Yalens. This is !< 


'no great matters It 1s certain | 


that the Council did con- + 


any parts to God, which rhe \« 
Anthrepomorphites did , yer if 1* 


70. Audianus a Meſopotam- * 


can the Author of this Heres | 


ſy of the Anthropomorphites | 


: 
[1 
fAoriſhed in the time of Arr:- \C 
25, when the Ntemwe Council | a 

C 


was convened. 4 
T. <No 
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! < No other puniſhment was 
» Rordained. by Conſtantine than 
» 8* Deprivation and Baniſh- 
n J<ment3 and that not onely 
e 3< of Biſhops and Paſtors who 
1 J<refaſed to ſubſcribe to the 
s ]< Faith; thus did Hereſie 
* 1 (which at firſt was the name 
:* of a private opinion, and no 
a 16 crime, was by vertue of a 
e |< law of the Emperor, made 
if 1<.onely for the Peace of the 
t. |* Church ) become a Crime 
= '*ina Paſtor and puniſhable, 
'How many Errata's in this 
bs s |Parapraph ? Hereſy in the 
4Church of Chriſt was always 
" ja Crime» and never the name 
1ofan opinion, T his I prov'd 
Oo. l be- 


yer by P* 2 455 Li - 
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befores let ir be granted. that] 
every Sin )S not a Crime, and} 
that every Crime is thar w*"} 
is puniſhable; cis a trifle to be! 
lirigious in words, every fin} 
IS Certainly puniſhable; 5 ſome} 
Sins are greater than others! 
ſo there is a difference in! 
Crimes, there are Crimes 
which are onely diſcernables 
by Almighty God, and ſo; 
puniſhable at his tribunal ;but}* 
that Hereſy ſhould be aff 
Crime onely becauſe the ci-J* 

vil power infligs -a corporal" C 
puniſhnen', cannot be un- L 
derſtood by any, bur ſuch af 
perſon, who bids a defyance? jn 
not only to the Chriſtian” 
Re- 


of Herefie. 3s 
Religion, bur to all other 
Religions which aflert a fu- 
.c:ture retribution > or con- 
beilcludes thar the grear God 
5 {doth puniſh evil men in this 
Jife by ſome extraordinary 
.c, methods. Bur thar Hereſy 
; 1 Jafter this decree of the coun- 

*cil became onely a Crime 
1e{Puniſhable in the Zz/pops and 
(1 Paſtors > whether it be true 
| qo" not, 15 not mucn mater1al, 
In the Paſtors the People 
: were always puniſhed , for 
.,j;they followed their Paſtors 
n- 4n baniſhment. Ba/! with a 
, .4curious pen delineating the 
jimiſerys and calamitys under 
which the Orthodox Biſhops 


an 
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nd Paſtors groan'd, l:kewiſe{: 


eives .us the deſcription offfot 
thoſe drezdful ſufferings ,Jou 
with which the people were? 
opppreſt. 1 A, ( 
Euſebius giveing us anac'F | 
count of an Edict of Conſtan-? 
7:ne againſt Hereticks, in that! t 
not on-ly Biſhops and Paſt-? Þ 
ore, but all forts of Here-! 
ticks were involved. de vtif 
Conſtant, lb. 3 cap. 62. And! / 
having proved before that 4-71 
rianiſme was decreed an He-5 0 
reſy not for the peace of the'6: 
Church. bur likewiſe that V1 
there might be an agreement#9 
ig the ſame faith, which was! 
neceſlary to falyation, we! 
may, 


of Hereſie 8, 
J may juſtly ſay that every line 
flof that Paragraph is notort. 
; FR untrue. To leſlen the 
FE tecm of the Nzcene and the 

4 General Councils, ſays he 

E There aroſe new Hereſfies a- 

* bout the Interpretatiqn of 

i; © the Creed, and pattly a= 
.* bout rhe Holy Ghoſt, of 
$ whica the Nrcene Coun- 
i3Fcil had not determined > 
dF And afterwards Concer- 
.#ning the Holy Ghoſt. Neſt- 
$ orius _—_ of Conſtantinople 
e& ſome others denied the di- 
t Vitity thereof. The Pneuma. 
— appearing afrer the 
ouncil of Nee had preten- 


e5l L 9 ded 
b. 
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ded for themſelves the fi- 
lence of the Nzcene Fathers; | 
to which Baſil , Nazzanzen. | 
T heoderet, Epiphamus anſwers * 


there being no queſtion mo+ 
ved concerning it, the Coun- 


C:] acquieſed in the opinion | 
and right Faith of the Uni- 47 


verſal Church, concerning 


the Divinity of the Ho'y- . 


Ghoſt. 


> Why ſhould the Fathers / 
confirme that truth which | 
was not queſtioned, but ta- 
ken for granted,or condemne ' 
that for Hereſy which was 


not preached, yet ifnorina 
ſer forme of words decreed, 
yet 
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Lycr 1n truth and by good 
_ccnſequence, the ſence of the 
» {Fathers as to thatArticle was 
Jgiven. For St. Baſil Epiſt, 


78. Flteronom. Epiſt. 65. Epip. 


7 hereſt 34 take off > and an- 


{ſwer that obje&ion 5 Eprpha- 


Imus and Athanaſius prove it 
Jthus, that'the ſame glory 
{which is given to the Father, 


land to the Son, is likewiſe 
{given to the Holy Ghoſt; 


Jtor the Symbol is, / belzeve 
. Jin God the Father, and in God 
> "the Sons, and T1 believe inthe 
; Holy Ghoſt, "This Divine 


JFaith, fixed upon the Father, 


{SOn- and holy Ghoſt, as one 


A 
$ 4 


and 


. 
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and the ſame God, gives rhe | 
true ſence of the Council. } 

The great miſtake cons | 
cerning Neſtorius muſt only * 
be attributed ro Mr. Hobs his 
animadverſion: for it was 
not Neſtorious , but Macedo. }« 
mus who denied the Divinity 16 
of the Holy Ghoſt. Neſtorz- / 


775 Was a great adveriary to 
the TVeuuaT Huey ot, therefore 
in Socrates Lib. 7, Cap 31, 


we find that Neſtorius was , 


{o great an Enemy to the 
Macedomans that when he 
was Biſhop of Conſtantinople 
he drove the Macedonians 
our of all their Churches in 
that Gity, and in the Helle/- 
Pont, 
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of Hereſie. gT. 
$ < Concerning the Parts 
Icſtabliſhed there aroſe diſ- 
2* putes about the Nature of 


"3* Chriſt, aud the word Hy- 
S I© poſtaſts, (7, e.) Subſtance, 
s 4* for of perſons there was yer 


1*no mention made. their 
1 Creed being written in 
|< Greek, in which Language 
]<rhere is no-word- that an- 
4*{wereth to the Latine word 
Be perſons and che Union, as 
3<the Fathers called ir, of the 


-* Humane and Divine Nature 
:*in Chriſt Hypoſtolical cauſed 

* Eutyches,and afrer him Dyoſ- 
\©curus to affirme there was 
'* but one Nature in Chriſt, 
| thinks 
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* thinking that whenſocverſic 
*rwothings are united, they, 
Tis true the Latine word, 
Perſona is uſed in the LatineJ; 
braced likewiſe the wordk 
Hypoſtaſis, and all differen«$, 
ces concerning thole words Fj 
were within a while com-*. 
Chriſtians in that Church) 
who know the Greek Lan-! 
Hypoſtaſis in the ſame'ſenſe 41 
which the Latines uſe Per- q 
Councils having decreed-that 4 
rnere were two Natures in 


$2: A Diſcourſe. 

©are One. *e 

Church , which Church em*; 
Te 

poſed, and all Orthodox, 

guage do receive the word, 

ſona, The famous Nzcene j 

Chriſ: | 


of Heretie. 93 
TIChriſt, and one Hypoſtaſis 
) which ſignifies Sub/ſſtence,this 

gexactly anſivers to the La- 

Jrine Perſona. Neſtorius Bi- 
<p op of Conſtantine broch'd 

*Fthis Hereſy that in Chriſt 

there were two diſtin per- 
I-Yons, and ſo Mary the Mo- 
5 Fher of Chriſt was not @4«1s- 
1-4 the Mother of God : a- 
wainſt- him Eutyches exCel- 
Fently diſputed in the Fourth 
fion, in the Council of 
Conſtantinople 5 Futyches de- 
©Elining the one, fell inro an- 

©.Dther Herely, aſſerting that 
77 there was bur one Nature in 
At Chriſt, yet the humane Na- 
n ture was ſwallowed up by the 
{: | | "zine, 


94 A Diſcourſe ] 
Divine, and was not of thei 
fleſh of rhe Virgin, but de- 
ſcended from God. A great! 
promoter of this impiety was] 
Dzoſcurus Biſhop of Alexan-} 
aria, a wicked and lewd" 
perſon., a Monſter rather} 
than a Biſhop, Theſe were} 
condemned in the Chalcedon4 | 
an Council. I will grant thai}. 
the Diſciples of Eutyches didy v 
ſay» [ftwo Natures there woulif a 
be two hypoſtaſes, I will ſay itt 
was an Heretical illation, andJa 
affirme , that the Latina! 
word Perſona anſwers to tht%a: 
Greek Unimors , according rc 
the Sence of the Churches 
Þoth Eaſe andIVeft, inimoit 
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; of Herefte. 95 
e815 not "Subſtance but Subſiſt- 
© exce,to which Perſona diretly 
ity anſwers. But (ſaith he) in the 
15] Nicene Creed there's no men- 
1-3 tion of Hypoſtaſis or Hypoſta - 
d1 tical Union, nor of Corporeal, 
erlnor Incorporeal, nor of parts; 
re] bur this was acknowledged 
14 by the. Fath+rs in that Couns 
3citl, there was the 50:01 
4 which neceſſarily infers it: 
/ogafter a diſpute concerning 
it} the ſenſe of cheſe w ord- ;rhey 
Jall agreed in the ſame Falrh, 
4and that Zypoſtaſis is as well 
hi%as Perſona, entertained by 
4 theuniverſal-Churchnor ft2- 
Ivifying Subſtantiam as uſally ; 3 
14 but Subſs iſtentiam ; from the 
INtcere decree muſt (fn - 
| I» "A: bi 
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_ cefſity flow the Hypoſtatical| 
 ©ntion. Tho the word Incorpo-J 
real was nor uſed in the Nicene! 
Creed, yet it is uſed in Exſe.) 
bins his Synodical Bpiſtl es,whol 
ſtyles God «va and aw; 
wel, Immaterial and 1 ncorpo. 
real, as before aſſerted : but? ; 
invidiouſly to throw dirt up** 
on the Fathers 5 ſuch Points: 
s({aith he)were not inhel—m | | 
«ro Salvation,but ſer a broach? 
« for oftentation of learning] 
*orelſe ro dazle men with de” 

< fipne to lead them toward?) 

© ſome ends of their own. By 
which he charges the moſt} 
humble perſons with pride.) 
the moſt fincere with Hypo? 
Cr! 41169 


of” Hereſie. 97 


| crifie, and the moſt unbiaſſd 
Lich ſecular alms. Tis true 
nd \Jthar it was not judged ne- 
+.| ! ceſſary to Salvation, that 
4 rulgar perſons ſhould know 
4 whar _—_ s and Perſona 
intended, as appears by thar 
: Council held at Alexandria 
p- by Athanaſius Biſhop of that 
ts. Ste 5 Euſebius of Y ercelles , 
and Lucifer of Calaris, Two 
70 Weſtern Biſh:ps, who af- 
g ter they had contended abour 
| theſe words, were united-in 
cg | rhis Nzcene article, thas Chriſt 
py | 7745 the Eternal Son of God,and 
lj really God, and that it was an 
Ie.s Article of the Chriſtian Faith , 
og) © neceſſary to Salvation, What 
mM K 2 he 


he ſays concerning St. Cypri-P t] 
an 1s nothing to my defign, 4c 


for this is nothing co my pur. |} 7? 
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nor ſhall T make any remarks | tl 
pon his diſcourſe of the U-|1 
furpation' of the Biſhop of 41; 
Rome, ot take cognizance of | 
what he ſays of the puniſh-|]2 
ment ordained againſt Here: | [; 
ticks in the Reign of K." Rich, || Fl 
the 2: and lucceding Princes, |: tl 


poſe 5 my whole deſigne is 8 
co make good the contradi- |C 
Ron with which he is charg- }4: 
ed, 1 muſt therefore have Ja 
no regard to atiy penal ſta” Ib 
rures in Cauſes Ecclefiaſtical, ,! D 
untilthe Reign of Queen E- ! tl 
bſabeth: 1 charge him with Ji 
= theſe | 


| _ of Hereſie, 99* 
. | theſe heretical propofi 1tions, 
4contrary to the doQtrine of 
[the Church of England, to 
|| whom he is obliged by the 
[laws of the King to be Sub- 
-[4je&R. 1. Thar God hath parts. 
12. Thar Chriſt is not of the 
|; fameSubſtance with the Fa- 
|jther. 3. That the Perſons in 
[the ſacred Trinity are rempo- 
rall ; All which are declared 
[ {Heretical by the lawes, and. 
|] Church of England. But Mr. 
{Hobs would evade the two 
1laſt Heretical propoſitions, 
iby ſaying he believes the 
; Doctrine "of the Trinity as 
{rhe Church hath explained 


jit in the Carechiſme. When 
the 
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'mene,what doſt thou chiefly leard 


 lieve in God the Father, who ad 


God -in his own- perſon” di 


the. Holy Ghoſt did Sanctitly - 
'the Church : Wharclearliey t 
concerning the-Divine perll £ | 


_ 


the Miniſter asks rhe Catecul | 


mM theſe Articles of thy Belief 3 
He anſwers, I learn firſt to b: 


ated me and all the World. 2.1% 
God the Son who hath redeem 
ed me and all Mankind. 3. It 
God the Holy. Ghoſt who hat 
Ganftified me and all the Elel : 
People of cod, Whar is therd 
intended bur rhis > thay 


create all things, in the Pers 
ton cf his Son -did redeent 
Mankind, in the perſon 0 « 
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ſons, or more conſentane- 
$ ous to the Faith can be ſaid? 
3 Appenarx ad Leviath: Cap. T 

* On: the contrary | will pro. 
r:4 nounce-thar -nothing is more 
14 obſcure nor diſtenraneous 
mg tothe Faith : Tllyſaid pron 
{| perly, Ego tres ſuſtineo perfa- 
A nas,met Fudicts adverſaryyyet 
F ir: muſt be granted, chat the 
q lame word may have divers 
F fignifications, peculiarly in 
'Y various ſciences, elſe the 
# great and famous Northera 
i Conſteilations may note the 
Ly oreateſt Bear in the Muſcoue. 
tf az Snowes. The Latine Fa- 
ic} thers, and after them rhe 
24 Schools , and Divines take 
20f not 


— 


Athanaſi fan Creed , and 'thatÞ 


702 A Diſcourſe : 
not the word Perſona in the, 
{ame ſence that Orators and 
Philoſophers do 5 I believeF, 
that Bellarmine did know the! 
meaning of the Latine word 
perſona as well as Mr..Hobs.} 
Let common ſence be appea-} 
led,: can the Myſtery of theh 
Trinity be explained accor-H,; 
ding to Czcero's uſe of the! 
word Perſona For accot.' 
ding to the Church of ZEnp-! 
land in the Athanaſtan Creed? 
which is part. of the Liturgy M 
eſtabliſhed by Law, and rat. Þ1 
fied in the 8 Article,in which 4b 
are theſe words, the Thre'Y 
Creeds, the Nicene Creed., the? 


common.*. 


of  Hereſte. 103 
Fommonly called the © Apoſtles 
Kreed, ought to be throughly re- 
Ferved and believed. 1n the 
31thanaſian, the Eternity is 
Dot on: ly ct the Effence, but 
-Þf the Perſons, not as the Fa- 
her Eternal, the Son Eternal, 
t#nd the Holy Ghoſt Eternal, 
Þut according to Mr. Hobs 
the Perſons were Temporal 
-X7. e,) God became a Farther; 
Ivhen he created the World, 
{A Son when he redeemed 
y Mankind,and the Holy Ghoft 
1. Fhen he SanCtifies z which is 
habſclutely contrary to the 
eFaith : for upon the Impi- 
ht Þus account of Mr. Hobs the 
aPerſons were nort.cternal; by 
bo” reds 
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04 4A D:ſcourſe 
reaſon the Actions of God 1n; 
creating . the World , by} 
which there was the parſonal-H; 
ity of the Father, and of the! 
S0n in redeeming the World!} 
and of the Holy Ghoſt inJ. 
Sandtifying the Ele PeolF: 
ple of God , were temporal}. 
Ler this be Queried, Whatþ,, 
Sence ls this # God redeemed, 
Mankind in, the perſop of his 
Sqn., Perſona: me: is Tulle 
himſelf, but Perſona Judzcrs ik . 
Tully reprenſenting a Judge). 
did God repreſent anotheh, 
in the redeeming of 'tht3, « 
World © This leads to' thi 
making good this Hereſj' 
concerning the Incarnatiol 
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. of Herefte, To5 
"Jof the Son of God, for he 
JQurterly denies the eternal F:- 
ation, and Caith thatChrift 
FÞeing the Son of God was an 
Ferernal God, but as being be- 
totten extraordinarily in 
time he acknowledgeth that 
Iexpreſsly and frequently in 
"the Scriptures Chriſt is ſaid 
-Jito be begotten; that he was 
od born of the Father be- 
fl ore the WorldzwhenCh riſt 
"$5 ſaid to be begotren, tis 
-' Meant, that he was begotten 
of God himſelf, the Father 
Way the Matter ofthe Virgin, 
"IMat. 1, verſ. 20. that which 
Þvas begotten of the Virgin Mas 
J7y was of the Holy Ghoft, and 
ſhould 


denys the eternal generation} 
andthar he.by.a ſtranze paſiiFhi 
on refolves to deny thoſa 
things which for certain h Ie 


:denyal ſerves his deſt 190% 


_ ral places is expreſs for tit! 
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Should be called the Son of G od | 'r: 
© But ſome perhaps will ſay] i 
« that the eternal generattonJ” 
© differs from that which wayfa 
© made in the Womb of che ; 
« ©Virgin. Jr] 
To which he thus anſwers Jo 


where doth the . Holy Script} 


ture. or Synod thus diſtin-Jci 
guiſh ? this Queſtion is a:cer;Fti 
tain demonſtration .thar hiÞi 


knows to be true, if a tou. 3H 
iT 
The ſacred Scripture in ſeve fu 


ter. 


( of Hereſie. 107 
{ (4eternal generation, makeing 
yIir diſtant from .rche temporal. 
"JThe ſcriptures were wreſted 
afJand falſe Gloffes pur upon 
them 3 Arrus did nor deny 
Jthe preexiſtence of the Son 
$!Jof God, who was Incarnate, 
pthe difference was not con- 
n-3cerning the Erernal Genera- | 
r#tion» bur the Conlubſtantia- 
nU ity. 
ng Having thus proved, that 
li-Shis Leviathan contains cer- 
{Fain Heretical propotitions 3 
hit remains, that I prove theſe 
v.;Herefies Criminal, and thus 
41 ſtate rhe Queſtion and pur- 
e-Iſve ir. : 


L 


11 

*Tis One of Mr. Hob's 'þ 
oreat Artifices to avoid thoſe}! 
abſurdities into which his|]c 
own ſentiments caſts htm. b 
Mr. Hobs percieving thar he} 
is juſtly charg'd with this im-[J* 
putation , writes the book|, 
calld The Hiſtorical Narras-| 
tive of Hereſie. The Parlia-|Jc 


Ke. Ang, 


were contain'd ſeveral Here- 4 
tical Opinions, (z. e.) Opini- ? 
ons declared Hereſie by the © 
Church and Laws of Eng-'Þ! 
land: he being a Subject ro 1 
the King, is obliged to obedi” ©] 
ence to the Laws of his So- #! 
veraign, By this therefore Þ 
he 


: of Hefeſie. XOg 
4 he doth manifeſtly contradi& 
5 [Thimſelf, and oppoſeth theſe 
el]his great Moral and Politi- 
g[ical Poſtulata's. Nothing is 
1] © Juſt or Unjuſt, burwharis 
e[{* made ſo by Law, and that 
-[J< nothing is Griminal , but 
c|/* what a Penal Law prohibits. 
From this his moſt juſt 
charge he would free his Le.. 
Wiathan ; to ſhew that his at- 
&emtrs are frivolous, ir muſt 


0 


oth contain Heretical Opi- 
Mions. To which he returns, 
o :Thar there is no opinion that 
j* Pppoſeth a Penal Statute; or 
- Fhar- no Perſcn can be juſtly 
e Þy the Civil Magiſtrate pu- 
& 8 Ls niſhed 


mm > Diſcourſe. 
niſh'd for any Opinion con-|*© 
tain'd in the Leviathan. For\* 
{ ſaithhe) © All the Penal* 
e [Laws againſt Hereticks wer :N 

© repeal'd in the Reign of}. 

<Q. Ehzabeth. To remedy] 
< the Inconvenience. which n 
6 might ariſe by Novel Dog}! 
*ma's, She apointed a Conrr,} 
© called the High Commiſſion, {C 

*to declare what was HHerejie IÞ 
* But thar gh Commuſſzon ne.. gc 
* ver declared what was He. } 
© rejie, Or if they did, it wa's 
© r0 no purpoſe, for they wert 
© not impower'd to inflift a. .7 
© ny puniſhment upon an He.3 
*retick, Withal the Parlia-1 


1 


Þ 


c = 


* ment aboliſhing that CourtÞ" 


of Hereſie. Ii 


|< nothing could be accounted 
r4* Hereſie : Befides the Levine 
al* than was Printed in 165I. 
wy © when it was lawful to Write 
ff. * or Preach any thing in mat- 
y, *ters of Religion. To which 
111 ſuppoſe that ſome, nay ma- 
y = things contained in the 
iLeviathan are Heretical, and 
Yo judged by the Church, and 
Jpuniſbable by rhe Civil Ma. 
ycſtrate, Not to Mention ma. 


2. 
23ny> I will aſſign theſe Two. 
FT he Nature of God, and the 


Myſtery of the individual 
1. Br oonity are by him Heretially 
and {mpouſly explicated- He 
Blaſphemoully avers God hath 
tparts, and _ the Perſons 
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112 A Diſcouſe 
of the Holy Trinity to bd - 
Temporal,not Eternal 5 bortj 
which are declared Heretical: 


the three Creeds. The 4+ 
thanafian Creed is imbodyed 
into the Common I aw, and} 
thar his opinion concerning: 
the Trinity is Heretical is 1n-; 
dubirable; waveing the Con-'? 
reſts he ſtrives violently to} \ 
maintain.that Norhing in mat- 1 a 
ters of Faith is declared Cri.) 1 
minal by the Law, or puniſh- ! 2 
ble by the Civil Mageſtrate. ? c 
For fiirh he the Lady Elza- © 
*eth in her firſt year repealed ! © 
"all the Laws Eccleſiaſtical of } « 
* Queen Mary, and all other © 

Laws ? 
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<« «Laws concerning the pun- 
biy «iſhing of Hereticks, nor 
all * didShe enac any other pun- 
9514 *iſhment in their place. Theſe 
41 lines he could not deliver 
4] withour that ſame arrogance 
41 by which he explodes the U- 
1 niverſirycs, - and accounts 
-/ moſt of rhe Learned men in 
1 the World, Fools. For the 
0] Writs de Heretico Comburendo 
- 1 and de excopmunicato capiendo: 
7 were in force, he adds in the 
1- } 2 places it was enacted © Thar 
 ?©the Queen by her Letters 
- Patents ſhould givea Com- 
d 7 *miflton to the Biſhops with 
1 2 « ſeveral other Perſons in her 
r 1 © Majeſties name to execute 
of his 
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© his Power eccleſiaſtical, this 
© is granted, ( he proceeds )Þ 


©In which Commuſſion- the 
© Commiſſioners were for- 
* bidden to adjudge any thing 

* tO be Zereſy which was not 


"declared ro be Hereſy by| 
< ſome of the four firſt Gene-| 


*ral Concils, nor was there 


: any thing in-thar Commiſh- 
* on Concerning how Here- 
© ricks ought to 5 be puniſhed, 
* Bur it was granted to them 
* to declare, or not declare to {| 
*be Hereſy or not Hereſy as 
* they pleaſed, any of thole - 


« DoCtrines which had been 4 
© condemned in the four firſt + 


* general Councils for Fere- ; c 
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4 © was declared Hereſy by the 
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of Herefie. ITS 
« fe, To refute this,and what 


he ſubjoyns, ris requiſite 
{that give the words of the 
Statute... * They ſhall not 
1<(meaning the High Com- 


| © maſſtoners ) have Authority 


1<or Power to order detet« 


!« mine or adjudgeany matter 


j* or cauſe to be Hereſy , but 
'[1* only ſuch as heretofore 


< have been determined, ot- 
*dered or adjudged to be 


4 « Hereſy by the Authority of 


!<rhe Canonical Scriptures , 
'*or by rhe firſt four general 
-* Councils, or any of them, 
z*or by any other General 
;* Council , wherein rhe ſame 


Ce 
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"expreſs and plain words} 
ſaid Canonicalſ! 
: - Sctiptu res , or ſuch as here<|! 

* after ſhall be ordered, deter-| 

© mined or adjudged ro bep! 
© Hereſy by the High Courrt off: 
© Parliament of rhis Realme,! 
*with the aſſent of the Clerl 

* gy 1n their Convocation. By[: 
this ir appears what a lame|' 
and falſe account he gives of| 
the Statute, for the Queen, | 


© of the 


and her Parliament did not! 


High Commiſſion to determine 
What was or what was not 
Hereſy, but limits them (to, 
declare what was Hereſy ot 


Not Hereſy ) not only to the 


four 5 


TER 


PEA 


Bi 
leave it indifferent to the! he 


ne a... 


| H: 


th 
Ca 
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Fifour firſt general Councils(as 
Phe ſeems falſely to infinuate) 
Þur likewiſe ro the expreſs 
words of Scripture , -and to 
the Parliament ) which he 
Jeems to exclude, for he 0- 
{nits the mentioning of them 
*|* Nor was there (he adds) in 
'[# chat Commſſzon any thing 
|? concerning how Fereticks 
i {ought ro be puniſhed. The 
| Hi2h Commiſſzon could not in- 
t Dick capiral puniſhment. I 
© hope Mr Hobs will not ſay 
e 1%. is no crime, but twas 
T capitall. That the H7gh Com- 
0, h:7//zon had power to puniſh 
NT MD caſe of Hereſyis e= 

ident both by the Law of 
If 7 and practice of that 
Court 


kh eh dy 
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Court. By the Law of Eng-Þ 


land exprelsly by the Act E- 
{:$ab.that Court was Inveſted 
w*b all Eccleſraſtical power be- 
fore the Cancelling of the 
High-Commaſſon, the Biſhops 
had a Power to Impriſon 
perſons, and the Wrir de ex- 
communicato capiendo ſtill con. 


tinues. The words of th 
*ACt are that the Queen |: 


© or any of her Succeſlory : 


© ſhould nominate one 0 


<more perſons to uſe-exerciſe| 
* and occupy, all manner | / 
* juriſdictions, priviledges a] 7 
© preeminences in any wil {, 
© couching,or concerning an 
© ſpiritual or Ecclefiaſticy! 
*juriſdition > and to vill}! 

refor me; : 


of Herefic Ie. I19 
q |c;eforme, redreſs, order, Cor- 
{c rect and amend all ach Er- 

'*rors , 'Herefies , Schiſmes 
\&c. It was: perfe&t nonſence 


(for a Parliament to enable. 
the Engliſh Soveraign to e- 
Jre& a Court to puniſh and 
'amend Errors and Herefees , 
[if the Law of England had 


[nor declared what was an 


| :Zereſy , and likewiſe not to 


Inveſt them with power to 


accompliſh ſuch ends, which 


they had nor, if they could 
mct inflict puniſhments, he 


returned, The juriſdiction 


£ wasSonely ſpiritual : but'to 


that was annexed a civil 


uniſhment. Upcn excom- 
unication there lay aa Wric 
M de 
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ae exeommunicato capiendozthat,! 
a Perſon excommunicared | 2 
for Hereſy or Etrors in, Do&-]t 
rine > by that Wrir might] r 
f 
r 


be Impriſoned, is clear as the-; 
day. Certainly impriſon-. 
mear is a civil Puniſhment. | r 
This Writ lay againſt thoſe ]C 
who were obſtinate Offen: jt] 
ders 10 Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical ]c: 
is evident by 5 El. Cap. 23. jd 
with the /pnificaut tobe ad: |t! 
ded to the Writ, and in-that if 
Sznficavit* ris joyn'd that the | c 
Excommunication dork pro. +.» 
ceed upon ſome cauſe of ſome | t: 
Original matter of Hereſy, 01 n 
Error in Religion or Do& te 
rine, now received and al-+ if 
lowed in the faid Churchoi}» 
Engz- 


1 

at of Herehie. 121 
d | England, whereby it appears 
t-|that Perſons for Hereſy 
it? might be Impriſoned, and fo 
| Hereſy ro become Criminal. 
1- For it was to be puniſhed by 
t. the civil Magiſtrate with 
e] Corporal Mulas; and far- 
ther lay a Writ de Heretico 
a ders Fo z if noching was 
? declared Hereſy , why did 
l. {their ye ſacha Wrir. That 
{ſack a Writ was in forces is 
| {clear by the annulling of ir, 
: when this feral Plor was de- 

{teted, then the Parliament 
. made an Ad to Cancel ir, ; 
t- +either it was in force, or-not; 
+if in force ,- the Parliament 
1 was Prudent: in making. it 
- M 2 void 
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Void, If not -it caſts a: re. 
proach upon the Two Hou-| 
ſes ro annu! that which was|- 
exploded. Thar theſe Writs| 
were in force is declared, and 
that the Writ de excommuni+| | 
cato captends retains its Vigor,| 


is evinc'd by the uſage of rhe 


Kingdome of England. Az 


; 


3,0. eboat ice -v OY 


hs We 


eurendo , it was Put in execu- 


for the Wrir de Heretico com-!. 


tlon in King James his time. - 


7 egat & TIWiohtman were 


Burnt, the one in Smith-freld, 


and the other in LZztchfield, 


for the {rrian Hereſy.He ſaith, 


that they which approve 
ſuch executions may perad- 


for 


venture know better grounds 


of Herelle. I 23 
for them then I do. Bur 


| grounds are very. well wor- 
| thy to be enquired after : but 
| he might very well know 
| the juſt grounds for them. 
| Hetharaffirms theLaw to be 
: the Sole rule of juſt and un- 


juſt could not be ignorant 


/ rhat by the common Law of 


England, the Writ de Here- 
rico comburendo was valid, and 


'. thereupon an Zeretich mighr 


legally be Burnt, My Lord 
Cook part 3. cap. 5. aftirms 


| that by the Books of the com- 


mon Law the King Iſſuing our 


' his VVrit ae Beretico combu- 


rendo , an Heretick ought to 
be Burnr. That Hereſy might 


M 3 be 
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be puniſhed by Cotporeal 
and pecumiary Muldts, isF 


clear by the Queens Letters 
Patents, authorized by the r. 


. Statute of herReign. She} 


did give to the Arch Biſhop 
of Cant. the Piſhop of Lon- 


aon, and divers others, anyl 


Three or more of them, full 


Power and Authority to re«| 


forme, redreſs, order, Cor- 
ret, and amend &c. and 


to have full Power and Au«| 
rhority 'to order and award, | 
ro every ſuch offendor by| 


Fine, [mpriſonment, Cenſure 
of the Church, or other- 
* ways," or all or any of the 


ſaid ways, Cawdrys Caſe. and} 
| 10 


as >. a ma. a os a as im So : «a oc = = £i 
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| in that ſame caſe it: is reſol- 
| ved by the Judges, that the 
Statute of the Firſt of Queen 
Elizabeth gid not introduce 
any new Law, but declared 
an ancient one. The Title 
of the Statute being an Act 
reſtoring to- the Crown the 
Ancient juriſdiction over the 
State Ecclefiaſtical and Spi- 
ritual. The Sovereign, being 
the Supream head of the 
| Church, without whoſe Au- 
thority no perſon can or 
ought to exerciſe any Eccle- - 
faſlical juriſdigion, or pro” 
ceed to any Cenſure 5 it de- 
monſtrates that by the Roy- 
 UlPower an Heretich might be 
pun- 


wr 
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puniſhed with a Civil and} 


"Corporeal Maul&t. Farthe: 


the Star-Chamber was ananci-|| 
ent Court grounded upon} 


the common Law of England, 
and confirmed by Act of 
Parl1ament. Which Court 


took cognizance not onely 


of Civil Crimes bur alſo of 


Eccleſiaſtical , and did pun-| 
iſh FHereticks by Impriſon-| 
ing, Fineing and Stigmatize-|/ 
ing,as appears by the Record 
of that Court; and thar fa 
mous Inſtance of Thrask| 


whoin the 16. year of King 


James for ſpreading of Fuaay ' 
cal Herefies, he was cired in} 


to the Court and being obſti| 
: Naiq' 


<< 


p__ © _ rr rg oy vu a. anne wond cs tra 
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| nate was ſentenced to be ſet 
| in the Pillory, Whipt to the 


| Fleer, Fined and Impriſoned, 


| ll which was executed : by 
; which it appears what trurh 
| there isin this aſſertion c£ 
' Mr. Hobs; During the Time 


1 the High Commuſſ1on waS In 


' being, there was no Statute 


|, by which an Heretich might 


| be puniſhed otherwiſe than 
' by the ordinary Cenſure of 
the Church, for *tis proved 


|! that by the Common Law of 


England and the Statute Law 
' during. the time of the Hzph 
| Commiſſion, Hereticks might 
ſuffer in their Bodies ayd 
' Purſes : hence ir follows.thar 
Fen 
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Hereſy was criminal 3. and he | 
tath nor vindicated himſelf | 
from rhat contradiction with | 
which he ſtands charged, He | 
farther proceeds, Thar no 
* Doctrine could be account» 
* ed Hereſy , unleſs Commeſſto- 
© ners had aQtually declared 
© and publiſhed, that what] 
© was made Hereſy by the 
© Four firſt generalCouncils 
«$ ſhould'be Herefie : but I ne-| 
ver heard yer there was anyſ 
fuch declaration made either 
by Proclamation, by Recor-|[ 
ding in Churches - or by| 
Printing, as is requiſite 10 
Penal Laws. We have before 
proved that the 19h Com: 
miſ/zon 
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| Church of England , 
| ſufficiently promulged : The 


of Hereſte, I 19 


| miſſion was not the Sole Judg- 
| es of Hereſy. That which the 
\ Church and Law of England 


condemns for Hereſy, is as 


| fully divulged as can be 


expedted. The 39. Articles 
are ſufficiently known , and 


| thoſe DoRrines which the 


Four firſt general Councils 


' received as Orthodox, or 


condemned as Heretical, are 
ratifiid by the Law -and 
and 


Nicene Creed which was 
completed by the Fourth 
general Council is read in 
every Church on Sundaies 
and Holy daics: The Athana- 
fan 
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ſian Creed is to be read at pe-f 


culiar Feſtivals, both which | 
Creeds, asalſo the Apoſtles, | 
are part of the Zzturgy of the 


Church, which is imbodyed | 
into the Laws of the Land; | 
and that the opinions which | 


are contrary, are made He- 
retical appeats by theſe 


Clauſes of the Athanaftan| 


Creed, He therefore that will 
be ( aved muſe thus think of the 
Trimty. " Furthermore at « 
Neceffary to Everlaſting Sal- 


vation that he alſo believe 1 "rightly 


the Incarnation of our Lord 


Feſus Chriſt : 
ends the Creed, 
Catholick Faith which except a 

man 


and this Clauſe] 
This as the| 


Dt 


of Hereſie?- fu 


| man believe Faithfully he cannot 


be {aved.TheDo Arines rhEre- 


fore - declared to'he Hertti- 


cal are ſufficiently, by Print- 
ing andRecording'in Church- 
es, divulged. - To alleviate 
his Crime.or at leaſt to vindi» 
care himſelf from Hereſie, he 
reflects upon our late ſad 
diſtractions; w** ro me admis 
niſters matter of horror. Be- 
* fore arms were taken up, 
S faith he, fthe King aboliſh<' 
«ed rhe Hoh Commiſſion ; bur 
«the Par lament purſued rhe 


.. 


_*Rebelition, and pur down 


| oth Epiſopacy and Monar- 
© chy, ereCting a power, by 
Them called a > A wealth, 
N ÞY 
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*by others the Rump, which 


<men obeyed not our ofQury | 


< but Fear,thoſe ations were 


dreadfull, and are the fontis | 
nels of all thoſefears which | 


now afflict us. The juſt prin- 


ciples by which Government | 
is formed and eſtabliſhed. | 


and reaſonable laws are e- 
naced , deſervedly reprove 


and condemn thoſe actions, 
perpetrated in our late con'| 
fuſions, which gave a ſcan- 


dall to our Religion and Na- 
tion : Buthow can he caſt an 
odium upon thoſe actions 
his ſentiments juſtifie. Saith 
*he> there were no humane 
<Laws left in force to re- 
ſtrain 


a > a6 «ae 


FA 
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[train any -man from 


Preaching , or Writing any 
* Dorine concerning Reli= 
' gion that he pleaſed. And 
"In this time it was, thata 
' book called the Leviathan 
was writ in defence of the 
*Kings Power Spiritual or 
* Teinporal, without any 


"WOE agair:ſt Epiſcopacy, 


© or againſt Biſhop, or a- 


- <ogainſt che publick DoRrine 
| ©of the Church. To which 


tis thus Replyed, the Teva- 
than was impreſſed 1651, 
and come out in Latine upon 
© his Majeſties returne.. In 48 
* England was totally ſubdu- 
Fed to the Power of the 


N 2 Remp 
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ze! Rump "ys tr eland, in 49. Feot - 
< land if 5.1.Was almoſt reduct 


«by the Ramp , and his Ma-j . 


.<jeſties Army rotally routed 


*atWorceſter, inthis year thef . 


* Leviathan ; was publiſhed , 
.©'was this Pook in defence of 


* the Kings Power , Spiritu- _ 


«al and Temporal, when his 


« Majeſtie was in Baniſhment'} 
His Majeſtie was then ge'] 
.yeſted of all his lawfull Pow-| 
er and Authority, and,forc't 


. into Exile; This Leviathan, 
if the Principles were admut- 


:ed> juſthed- the Aftions off 


his Enemies 3 he czſts this 
 Imputation on. -the Rump, 
that rhey were obeyed onely 


iorÞ 


_ of Hereſie: 135 
for fear; in the ſame book 
he endeavours to prove that 


| man is not by Nature a lover 


of Society, but at his original 


1S in 2 late of War; The 


dread of the Evils which are 


mcidene to thar condition , 
' makes him to enter into a 
Society: With others 3. and let 
| it be conſidered, whether. if 


Fear be the great inducement 
to Government, they accor- 
ding to his Principles are to 


be condemned who out of the 


ſame fear obeyed the Rzmp » 
and that thefundamental law 
of Nature is [elf Preſervation » 
and for fear that end ſhould 


not-'be arrained;- pats are 
eittec 
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entred into, butiſafrer thoſe F 
pats thar deſign cannot be« | 


accompliſhed, then pats are . 


"©. 


void : and therefore if peo: 
ple have a ſuſpicion that 


the Prince will deſtroy them, þ 


they may take' up Arms, 
And if the Prince'be devyeſt- 


ed of his Governtnent, theÞ 


People are no longer obli- 


ged to obey him, and upon 


this account of Se/f-Preſerve, 
01, they ate to ſubimit to 


thoſe ' who can prote& them. | 


Upon this reaſon the taking 
the Engagement was lawful, 
andir was-his honour to pre- 
ſent to the: Engle + Nation 
thols Principlesw*®"* induced 
ma” 


Ss —_ a. a a. a 7. 
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| many: to take the Engage” 


| | MeENTe VAT 


- Oltroer oaining rhe ProteZot- 
ftp , was ſo pleaſed with him 
cn thoſe accounts, that the 
oreat place of being Secreta” 


| 7y was profered him. If theſe 


| things be true,” (as. unqueſti-. 
| onably- they are): ett then 


be confidereds: whether any 
Sober man can-believe that 
the Book called the Lewin- 
than was writ in defence of 


| the Kings Power , 'Tempo- 
ral and Fccleftaſtical ; ſince 
' 1t manifeſtly aſſerts the cauſe 


of Uſurpers,Ir muſt be grant- 
ed that Mr. Hobs doth give 
tothe Soveraien all illimited 
pPow= 
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power in things juſt and ſa 
cred. Burt this he gives to al 
ſorts of Government, to 4 
riſtocracy. and Democracy a 
well as Monarchy. 

A Book to be penned and 
publiſhed by him , when al}. 
the Kings Dominions werq 
in the Power cf. thoſe wha* 
rook up Arms againſt him 
which containes theſe Doct] 
tines. Pag. 112, © Butin caſe 
*a great many. men;have al- 
* ready rehſted rhe Soveraign! 
© Power unjuſtly, or com.” 
*mitted ſome Capital Crime, » 
© for which every one of them 
©expects Death »- whether 
© have they not:the Liberti:! 
then © 


of Herefie. I29 


hen t0-Joyn together,and aſ- 
ajj-fiſt,and detend one another 2 
of certainly they have: for they 
- bur defend their lives , 

© which rhe Guilty man may 
j * as:well do, as the [nnocenr. 
|* There waSindecd Injuſtice 
's in the firſt breach of their 
q ns 5 Their bearing cf 


I. Ke" is n0 new un- 
1{juſt Act 5 and if it be 
* only to defend their per- 
14 ſons it is not unjuſt at all, 
e \*Pag. 114. The Obligatt- 
4 *on of Subjeas to the Sove- 
11* rajgn is underſtood to laſt 
::1*as long and no longer = 
the 


.*red from the body, rhe] « 
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© the ' power laſteth, by| 
*which he is able ro protec | 
them, For the Right men © 
*have by nature 10 prote&t|] © 
© themſelves, when none elſe © 
*can protedt them, canby} « 
*no covenant be relinquiſh- Þ < 
<©eds The Soveraignty is| ©] 
*he Soul of the Common-| *1 
* wealth, which once depar-| © 


<nembers dono more recieve| <: 
*their motion from it. Pag.| *. 
£174. When in. a War (for-| < 
* raine or inteſtine ) the E«|. © 
© nemies get a final Vidtory,|-. © 
© {das the forces of the Com-|? 
©mon Wealth keeping the| * 
* Field no longer) there is " 
ther 


Sa) 


r A 


may k.- 4 S - - 
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| © ther protection of Subjects 
© in their Loyalty 5 then is 
' < che Common-wealth diffot- 


© ved, and every-man at liber- 


| *ty to- protect himſelf by 
' *{uch cauſes.as his own dif- 
| <cretion ſhall ſuggeſt unto 


© him. + For the Soveraign 1s 
*the publick Soul, giveing 


< Life and motion to the 


© Common-wealth, which ex- 
*piring, the Members are 


' * ooverned by it no more, 
|. * than the Carcaſs of a man 
: ©by his departed ( tho im- 
-, *mortal } Soul. For tho the 
: £ Right ofa Soveraign Mo» 
 *narch cannot be extinguiſh- 


<ed by the A of another » 
| yer 
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<yet the Obligation of the 
* members may. . For hetbar Þ 
C.wants protetion may ſeek Þ 


<jrany. where, and when he 


© hath it, is obliged (without | 


< fraudulous pretence of ha- 


© ving ſubmitted himſelf out | 
«of fear ) to -proteCt-': his |} 
« ProteCtoras long as he is -a- |! 
© ble. - It was ſo far from de-|: 
fending His Majeſties Au-|1 
thority, that without Com-P- 
mand they plainly juſtifie|? 


the ations of his uſurping 


Enemies. No perſon that hath|. 
{uckt in Zobs his Principles, | 


can be aloyal Subject, and 


_ hence likewiſe it appears, | 
that he did not ingeniouſly | 
: with} 


” i 
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with his- Majeſty » when he 
averts-in his Apology for his 
L eviathan, in an Epiſtle dedi- 
cated to the Kings beforePro- 
blemataPhiſica,nec vitio vertant 


quod contraHoſtes pugnans &c. 


Let none account me a Cri- 
minal, that fighting againſt 
your Enemies [ took What 
Arms 1 could, and Brandiſh- 


| .edatwo Edged Sword cer- 


tainly thoſe Propoſitions 
Fought againſt his Majeſty, 
and detended the Cauſe of 


of his Enemies ; Thar in the 


ſame book he did write a- 
gainſt Biſhops-.and the BoCt- 


rine of the Church of Eng- 


lang is manifeſtly proved be- 
O fore 


- Oo noi tpat mummy tn ET. —_ = 
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fore. In the Common-Pray- 


er book are contained ſeves þ 
ral DoCtrines of the Ghurch Þ 


of Enziand,to oppoſe or deny 
which (as Mr. Hobs doth in 
the aforefaid book!) -1s made 
Criminal , that 1s to be pun- 
iſhed by the Civil magiſtrate, 
by the firſt of Queen Eliza. 
Cap. 2. The Title of which 
is, Thar there be Uniformiry 
of Prayer and Adminiſtrati- 
on of the Sacraments,in which 
there arc theſe words, 


< Be it enacted, thar eyeryPer | 


« ſon or Perſons whatſocver- 
* rhat ſhall in any fnrerludes 
* Plays, Songs, Rhymes,or by 

*any other open words de- 
| clare 


Ges Bat. © ot os. POO = "Ri 


” 
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(clare or ſpeak any thing de- 
« praving or deſpiſeing the 
«ſame Bock, or any part 
« thereof, or any thing "there- 
in contained , then the par- 
<1y convicted {hail forfeir ro 
©the Queen for the firſt 
«Offence an Hundred Marks, 
He concludes this Tract with 
| caſtirg an odious and falſz 
ecandal | upon the whole 
Chriſtian Clergy; Down 


from the whole Council of. 


Nzee to this preſcar times in 


theſe words 


© Q0 fierce Are men for the 
« moſt part in diſpute, where 
* either their Learning or 


* Power is debated, that they | 
O 3 never . 


————w_— 
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© never think 'of the Laws, 


*bur as ſoon as they are 


* offended they cry out Cru- 
* cify , forgetting whar Paul 
* ſairh, even in Caſe of obſti. 
*nare holding of an Error. 2. 
© Tim. 24. 25. The Servant 
© of the Lord muſt nor ſtrive, 
© bur be gentle unto all men, 


capt to. Teach, Patient, in| 
« Meckneſs:InſtruQting thole| 
* thar oppoſe, if God perad-| 
© venture may give them Re-|' 
* pentance to the acknow- | 
* ledging of the Truth, Tis] 


true both the Biſhops and 
the Presbyterians did accuſe 


that Pook / in the Parla- | 


ment) of Hereſy : why could 


they 


uy: it, - 
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they be fierce their leay- 
ning and their power being 
not diſputed , when he pro- 


tefles in that book he medled 
not with them, their power, 


. or learning. Thoſe things 


make nor the Clergy fierce; 
tis the Perſon, the Religion, 
the Faith of the Holy Jefus 
for which the Clergy bave 
been and are ſtill ſo Zealouſ- 
ly contending ; they are, and 
were piouſly fierce in oppo- 
ſing prophane Hereſies, and 
Blaſphemous Impicties 5 the 
Zeal of the Lcrd of Hoſts 
hath eaten up thoſe holy Dt- 
vines; their zelous defence of 
the Doarine of their maſter 
hath 


0 a » 
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hath not violated rhe Apoſt. | 
les dire&tion given to the | 
Paſtors of the Church 2.7m. | 
that reaches only thoſe who | 
erred through infirmity> nc |! 
obſtinacy, Contumacious He- |! 
reticks they are bound to op- |? 
poſe withall Holy Zeal and } 

Indignation.Did nor ke bluſh 

ro averr that they cryed Cru: : 
cifie, when they knew not } 
the Law.Could they be igno- ? 
rant of that Law which they © 
rhemſelves pur in execution: #7 
.Fheir ignorance |of the Law 
did not make them cry Cru» 
he, bur knowing rhe Law 
-and Goſpel became profeſt 
Enemies to thoſe who by 
their 


pr 
/ 
© > 
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| rheir Antichriſtian opinions 
; Crucifie again the Lord of 
| Glory. 

' What Reproach cafts he 
| upon Religion when he loads 
! the Chriſtian Divines with 
1 | ſuch  imputations. Thoſe 
| thar are Verſt in Eccleliaftie 
2 cal Hiſtory , and have read 
} the Farhers, cannot but con- 
 3clude that the B2/?s, the 
, 2 Gregory's &c. were 'men as 
: great for Learning and Good- 
'nefs as the Wotld ever pro- 
duced: their fervent oppofirt- 
-on of Herericks was not 
:cOntrariant to that Apo- 
ſtoliocal Precept. The Holy 
Chriſtian Divines ( obeying 


the 


bo. EE. 4b. i. * # 
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.the Apoſtolical Commands ' 
Titus 3.10. An. Heretich after 


the firſt and ſecond Admonation 
reject, 2 Pet. 2.1. If anyone 


bring another Dottrine, receive 
him.not into your houſe, nor 614 
him good ſpeed.) down from 


the Apoſtles .time to this 
day have and will be til! 
Chriſt comg to Judgement, 
Zealous and Pious oppoſers; 


of rhoſe who privately bring 
in damnable Herefres deny: 


ing the Lord that bought: 


them. | 
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